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ABSTRACT 

This manual introduces undergraduate students ro 
eopirical aspects of the political development process. It contains 
12 exercises, soroe of which are based on outside readings or excerpts 
included in appendices. Exercises cne through three exaaiae 
theoretical, conceptual, and definitional issues- Exercise four 
focuses on social and economic correlates of political de ^elopaient- 
Exercises five and six relate ccsJisunisB and dejaocracy to the 
deveiopaent process. Longitudinal data froo the Minnesota Political 
Data Archive are introduced in exercises seven and eight to 
illustrate effects of viewing political develcpneut froa the 
standpoint of historical patterns and sequences of social 
mobilization- Concluding exercises examine specific pcliticai 
leadership patterns as they relate to political deveiopieat. The 
manual includes a code and conputcr printout. Students do not need 
previous t;:ainin9 in statistics or methodology, and no special 
equipment is needed to coiplete the exercises. (Author/A¥ J 
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Preface 



The purpose of this saanuAl is to introduce intermediate level 
students to the field of politic&l development centering on tfee empirical 
work now emerging* To accoo^lish this purpose t we examine a aeries of 
topics designed to expose the student to selected problems in the field 
of political development* 

The first three exercises examine theoretical 9 conceptual t and 
definitional issues. Exercise 4 focuses on social and economic corz^lates 
of political develo^tment* Assignments 5 and 6 relate cosia^niam and 
democracy to the develoi»Bent process • liongitudinal data from the klinnesota 
Political Data Archive is introdu'^ad in exercises 7 and 8 in an attempt 
to illustrate the pitfalls and usefulness of looking at political develop- 
ment from the standpoint of historical patterns and sequences of social 
mobilisation* The last 4 assignments examine specific political leadership 
patterns as they relate to political develo|mient* The manual includes a 
code and coisputer printout for the analysis deck used in tbe exercises o 
Also included in appendix B are excerpts reprinted from William Fianigan 
and £dwin FogelmaUf ^Patterns of Political ItevelO]S^t and Democratization t 
A Quantitative Analysis a paper presented at .^the^ Ame r i c an Political 
Sci^e Association ktoeting, September^ 1967o 

Tbe esrphasis of tb^ manual is on es^irical aspects of the political 
developo^nt process, however the insturctor will have considerable 
flexibility to elaborate on s&ethodological considerations • We have not 
assumed any previous training in statistics or metiuidology though any such 
knowledge on the student ^s part increases his analysis options. AlsOf no 
equipment of any kind is required to coaqilete the exercises since we have 
included a printout of ^e analysis data in the appendix. If available » 
counter-'-sorterSf calculators, and con^uters with standard non-paraaetric 
statistical routines will be helpful. 

The exercises provided in no way exhaust the potential uses of 
the data provided thus we wtuld expect students, after coi^leting the 
manual exercises, to fonmilate their own exercises or secondary data 
analysis projects. Of course, these exercises can be supplemented with 
additional material on political development* 

In formulating the data analysis deck, we were aided by Fay Cohen, 
research associate of the Societal Besearch Archives System project. 
OepartB^nt of Anthropology, University of Minnesota* We, of course, are 
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totally responsible for the use of the data in these exerciseso Grateful 
acknowledgement of several colleagues in the Department of Political 
Science in preparing the exercises is made* We especially thank the editors 
of the series William Flanigaa and Sttmiel Krislov* John Eautsky made 
valuable criticisms at an early juncture in the develO|wnt of this project* 



Editor's Preface 



This manual is the fourth of a series aimed at bringing to under- 
graduate teaching the sophistication and the excitement of dealing with 
genuine research problCTiS, the discovery and examination of data, rather 
than passive acceptance of conclusions. Members of the Department of 
Political Science at the University of Minnesota have been involved in 
the development of such a program for nearly six years. The first of 
the series on political behavior, written by William Flanigan and 
Dnvid RePass was issued in 1967 » A revised edition of that effort 
is available from Little, Brown and Ccmipany. The second on compara- 
tive politics by Edwin Fogelman will be available from them in 
Spring 1970, We expect over the course of the next year to issue 
similar, but individualized, efforts as follows: cotimunity power, 
Thomas Scott; legislative behavior, Bigene Eidenberg; international 
relations, Ellen Plrro; and quantitativo methods t>y Roger Benjamin 
and William Flanigan. As these are revised for final publication, they 
will also be published by Little, Brown and C&npany. 

The project itself is supported by the Office of Education and the 
National Science Foundation. In accordance with the principles of public 
support, and our own purposes, we are making all materials available 
without restriction, asking only that credit be given for any use of 
the materials. 

Samuel Krlslov 
Minneapolis 
November 1969 
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Aasignmeat I 
ttnpirical Theory and Political Development 



Aasigiied iteadings 

A. Kaplaoi The Conduct of Inquiry (San Franciscoi Chandler 
Publishing Co^t 19647r Chapters IV, VIII. 

Suggested lieadingt 

Thomas Kuhn, The structure of Scientific Revolutions (Chicago i 
University of Chicago Press , 1962 )• 



Empirical Theory 

In every subject matter there develops to soine degree « shared 
ofrreement over the kinds of questions considered important to ask, the 
types of explanations considered admissible, and the approaches used to 
study the basic datum of the subject matter. For us the subject matter 
in question is political development and since this manual approaches 
political development from assumptions and methods not shared by every 
student in the field, it may be useful to outline the basic components 
of what we identify ts the empirical theory approach to political 
development* 

Political development as a field of special importance has emerged 
in the wake of World War II and the creation of over 60 newly independent 
nations. Fast paced methodological changes have left a good deal of 
confusion and indecision over what the field consists of and what methods 
of analysis are most appropriate. Thus far con^elling practical needs 
have dictated the field's central concern with basic descriptive data of 
national political units. However, recently political development has 
come within the scope of the behavioral movement in political science. 
Generally, this movement may be said to contais two basic features of 
interest to students of political development! (a) a renewed en^hasis 
on political aspects of huBwn behavior as the central problem of concern; 
and (b) the adoption of the value system of science as a guide to the 
study of political behavior. Before beginning to grapple with the specific 
definitional, conceptual, and analytical problems in the political develop- 
ment field, it may be useful to survey the meaning and use of the notions 
of empirical theory, concept formation, and measurement, three problems 
which, as we shall see, have application in political development. 
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We have indicated our ftcceptonce of empirical theory • Let ua ipecify 
the basic components of this terniy first disti&isuishing empirical theory 
as a special type of theory. First, a miniioum definition of theory might 
be the systematic formulation of underlying principles of observed phenomena* 
However, recourse to the ''real" world through hypothesis verification iu 
such a way as to allow intersubjective evaluation is the major feature that 
distinguishes empirical theory and this is what is meant by adherence to 
the value system of science!* This mmy be the only useful method of 
distinguishing empirical theory since other features such as systematic 
and en^iricai observation! description, explanation, and prediction are 
not unique to empirical theory* Any one or a combination of these features 
characterizes any theory* A crucial aspect to the minimiffli definition 
above is the view that if theory is to be defined more tightly, the 
question theory for what , in tertm of what ^ody of knowledge must be 
added. This addition is especially important because of the many disparate 
definitions of theory offered. For example, theory has been variously 
defined as a set of empirical generalizations, an ideal type, a classification 
scheme, or a formal deductive axiomatic explanation scheiM* The point is 
that if theory is discussed in terms of the physical sciences, fo ratal 
theory comes to mind; conversely, theory as a set of empirical generalizations 
identifies much of what is generated in small group research or demography. 
For political development the minimum conditions for acceptance as empirical 
theory are frequently ignored and probably nowhere iMt to any substantial 
degree. Jfet, the thrust of this manual on political development is toward 
eaq>irical theory construction even if the complexity of the phenomena 
inhibits fulfillment of that thrust* 
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Concept Formation 

Concept formation in political science and particularly in political 
development shoulders the difficult burden of specifying the range of our 
operational inquiry. Concepts themselvesi in the broadest sensei are merely 
sets of rules which organize some aspect of reality. Concepts are, of 
course, nut unique to science; indeed^ they provide the sensory filters 
for every individual which inform him which and how much of the outside 
eiimuli to admit. However, the especially difficult task of science is to 
derive nomologically , or inductively , concepts which progressively allow 
inore of each particular science's data to be subsumed under new concepts 
which are more elegant, powerful, relevant, etc* For the most part 
concepts allow propositions to indicate simple inclusion or exclusion in 
the classification itself. In turn, the concept may fit into other latent 
or rnanifest concept sets or theories. We usually distinguish concepts 
from theories by Etating that the relationship to observations it. definitional 
for concepts (for theoretical constructs as well) while the same relationship 
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is a question of eif9)irical fact for theories* However, even this 
distinction may not be accepted absolutely since every observation 
extends beyond the purely eiq>irical« 

The problem of how good political developn^nt concepts are actually 
foriued is related to what Ilempel has termed the paradox of conceptualization. 
Briefly, this is that in order to develop an admissible theory about a 
portion or all of political developn^nt useful concepts are needed, Uit 
we require i^oqA theory to develop the useful concepts* Thus, concept 
formation iike theory building never ends* Political development offers 
examples, e.g#, democracy, nation, national integration, etc., of the 
continual movement back and forth between concepts and theories developed 
uut of the concepts and then revised concepts developed out of the theory* 
Oil ficul ties in developing shared conceptual agreement are eicplored bolow 
in ilSBXSt^ent VI on Democracy and Political Development. 



ill 
Measurement 

Many of the problems we shall deal with in this manual may be 
subsumed under a set of delimitations usually placed under the rubric 
measurement in philosophy of science discussions • This is so, for in 
the broadest sense all empirical political analysis represents continuing 
efforts to devise finer measurement distinctions to categorize the 
phenomena under investigation. Thus there is a constant effort not only 
to capture phenomena through broad classifications which demarcate the 
inclusion and exclusion of phenomena, e.g., "he is a student" which 
distinguishes him from the non-student set, but to develop much more 
precise partial or total orderings of the classes, e.g., 1st through tht^ 
12th grade student. The first example, student, is a nominal measure, 
a t>7>e of measure which is surprisingly useful and certainly very common 
in political analysis, ihe second exaiiiple, the sub-categories of grades 
for the* student, is an interval measure, a type of measure not often used 
in |;uiitical analysis, but held up as a kind we ought to move toward in 
political development* Nominal concepts such as democracy-autocracy, stable- 
unstublo i«re commonly used ^diilc occasionally related to interval level 
concepts from social and economic development such as per capita income, 
births and deaths per 1,000 population, etc. 

There are major measurement difficulties in political development 
which relate particularly to the choice of statistical measures. Nominal 
classifications such as communist-non-comnuuiist are broad, very inclusive 
and t\iv investigator can be reasonably sure his aspect of political reality 
imder inv< stif^ation is encompassed by his measure, lie may not, however, 
utilize very powerful measurement systems, for instance, interval based 
statistical tecimiques or forma) mathematical characterizations. In short. 
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the powsibility of developing an esqplan&tion of much power from concepts 
capable of nominal uieasurement is small* The reverse difficulty characterises 
the effort of the investigator who develops ordinal or even interval measure- 
ment categories for the dataf for instance the level of political 
participation measured by electoral data* More powerful statistical 
techniques can be used on his categories t his explanation is more likely 
to discriminate items within his classification ou^re finely^ but has he 
lost important qualities of his data? Are the cutoff points for the sub- 
categories made arbitrarily or are they based on logical or natural 
criteria? Perhaps there are no final answers to these questions since 
the success of one*s measurement operations lies in the quality of the 
final explanation product, However, any student who engages in empirical 
work in the field of political development necessarily imist be aware of 
i;hese difficulties and problems. 

For our purposes we shall further delimit the characteristics of 
till? uuiuinul, ordinal I and interval measurement distinctions mentioned above 
since you will be using them in the eatercises. To review briefly the 
characteristics of each level of measuxement it is necessary to recall 
that each level provides us with increased amounts of information about 
tiie units measured. Nominal measurement simply records whether or not 
units of observation fall into a category i each unit either has the 
identifying characteristic or it does not. Obviously this is not a high 
de*rree of discrimination but it is adequate for many analytic purposes,, 
Nominal measures may include many categories but no order among them is 
established; it is only possible to say for each of the many categories 
whether or not a unit belongs in the category. For example, being « high 
school graduate or not bein^ onff would represent nominal (and dichotomouF) 
cale'lorieB. 

urUiaul meaaureinent locates each mu t of observation in a cate^ury 
aluu^r a dimension such th at we may order the catei^ories on some has is . 
The ordering of the categories means that each unit is either the s am e ob 

gfore than or les s than every other unit. This ordinal relationship 
III \y be quantif iv M in ways with respect to every unit (or category ) 
X i ia j^os.sibie i^i compare another unit (or category) and to assign a score 

f "r* for morr Lhaii, '^U" for the same as, and "-1" for less than the 
first ujiit. This simple quantitative comparison is not confined to three 
ca^e«!;orirs but may be extended to many more laerely as long a© it is possible 
to maintain the ordered relationship, io continue with examples from 
education it j» consnon to find ordinal measurement in social analysis like 
grade schu: 1 , hi^h school and college educated. 

lnterv^al measuretMnt locates units of observation with respect to 
one an o the, jji^ red so. precisely that the intervals between obtervations 
may be added » subtracted , multiplied and divided . For most statistical 
computations this is the maj^imum amount of information we are able to use^ 
For at least some purposes years of schooling would represent an interval 
measure. 
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it is eauy to see that we can convert an interval measure into 
ari ordinal measure or either type into a nominal measure. For exaiaple, 
if we had recorded the fttje of each individual in a study, the meaaure- 
tnont of actual age would be an interval meaiure. Given the actual ajies 
it would be sii^le to create a few categories like "under 25," "2S to 45," 
"over 05," etc., or to reduce the entire range of observations to nominal 
categories like "under 50," and "50 and over," For exaapleB of nominal, 
ordinal, and ijiterval njeaauremeut you may turn to appendix 



i'oliticul Develu{>ment| Some Definitional Aspecte 



AsHigncd Readxngi 

Reiiihard Bendix, N^tion-iluiidinK and Citizenship (New York* John 

>ffiUy ^ 9(H), pp. i-29. 

John H. Kflutsky (ed.)» Political Change in Underdeveloped CountrxeB 
(New York I John Wiley & Sone, 1962), pp. 3-29, 

Everett Hagen, "How Economic Growth Begins: A Theory of Social 
Change," in J. F inkle and ii. W. Gable (ed».)f Political Develop- 
ment atid Social Chanf^e (New Yorki John Wiley , 19Gfi) pp. 129-139. 

bu^fcCHtt-'d liitixfi in{;t 

Oavid Apter, fhe PoliticB of Modernization (Chica^ros University of 

Chicago Press, 1965), pp« 1-42, 
Gideon Sjoberg, "Folk and Feudal Societies" in J. Finkle & ii. W. 
Gable (eds.). Political Development and Social Change (New York: 
John Wiley, 1900) , pp. 45-63. 

in every important subject matter there is recurring discussion over 
li.iHir theoretical Rflsnmptiona , key concepts, and methods and techniques to 
te used to sluily the pheiomuna. i'he field of political development in no 
cxceptidn. Here, we Bhall confine ourselves to cunsidering sorae basic 
tie f in i t ioiiul conaitlernt ions. 

Thfie are two aajK Cts to the ar<Tuaient we are fioini? to review in tJiis 
fixerci^. Hi «lorit i»l attention to problems of developiii(^ countries gamed 
tiioii.^ntujii after Lhr second Wurld ftar. Then and now political development 
*vaa ffit. largely to V identified with the iion- Indus trial world — the countries 
outside of the North American-European axis and the island nations of 
AttHLrulia, NeiM Zealojid, und Japan. This has xM-ant that social scieniists 
conceme<i with development, from their various field perspectives, have 
graduiiliy separated out a set of problems tolibe worked on in the context 
of the co\intr*i«s listed above by inference. Many feel, therefore, that 
developed societies ahould be carefully diatinyuished from developinB 
societies. IWhether iti0 distinction has much importance couceptually i;- 
qufisiion^ie, yet ^.t i» clear the distinction has affected greatly the 
kinds of studitrf thought to be acceptable. For example, until very recently 
development scholars did not study patterns of economic, social, and 
political evolution in the developed world, it would appear that importmit 
tujti ral izations may be generated from analysis of the political development 
puttprna of 18th and 19th century ign;;land and Germany. All this ha« meant 
titat social scientists specializing in the developnMsnt process have formed 
some agreement about their subject matter. They are general iy concerned 
with problems aasociuted with the non- Indus trial ized world, more specifically 
the ra pid changes occurring there. 



if there in tacit recognition conci?rair*£ a set of problems under 
the rubric development, iittle conceptual a^reexaent on the bau«ic component ^ 
of politiciil development follows. A ba«ic isBu^ whether poiiiictAi 
development is considered as m independent or depesident dimensicri. 
Scholars who focus on cultural, eocitd, or ©eonoi^ic pvoblesaB oftrn view 
political developiwnt as a fimctioia of one ar a cosibinatif^n c?f tiirse other 
problem areaa^ Alternatively, political developssent students typically 
view social, economiCt or cultural feiiture* interactiiig with or bein^; ^ 
determined by political diisenBionsB* fhisreforc, the studeist of political 
development is confroi>ted by diverse orA often confiictiuR vie^s of the 
theoretical basis of political developsmnt* Consider for iastmce the terra 
developing countries. Depending on t&e soholart the term de/eloping 
country is rejected for "underdeveloped, ^'"lees-developed, "oioderriizin;^/* 
"industrializing," "non- industrial , etc. Others reject these tcnas us 
culture-bound or teleological and wish to speak simply of political chiinge^ 
fie shall treat these various terras aa attempts to characterize the chitfige^ 
occurring in societies which enter the iuitiiibl phases of industrial izat ion • 

Ihere are two aspects we are going to review here — the distinction 
between "developed" and "developing" societies and the primacy of the 
political development concept, i.e., whether the phenomena of political 
development are to be viewed as independent or dependent dimensions. 

First, as discussed above, it is necessary to recognise that acholarw 
have defined the concepts of development and iwdemization in different 
ways« In each case, a definition will refer to social phenomena — or setH of 
phenomena — that may or may not be included in another definition. In order 
to become familiar with the variety of concepts and definitions fotiml in 
the literature it will be helpful to identify some specific authors* 
definitions and then observe how they differ from or resemble one another. 

v/hat are tht^ principal concepts used by the authors you have rea<] in 
classify in{: political systems (^'modern/' "traditional," '^developing , etc.) 
mu\ hov; does each author define the concepts he uses? 
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What elements are coomon to these definitions and how do the 
UefiniLions differ? Do the authors use the same term- to describe differ- 
ent phenoaena, or do they use different terms to describe the same phenomena? 



iljr characteristics that are mentioned in describing different types of 
sys terns fall into at least two categories! social characteristics and 
attitudinal characteristics. Social characteristics refer to institutions 
or patterns of activity? attitudinal characteristics refer to cognitive 
and effective diopositions (i.e., how people think and feel about the 
systen). 

/Vre the authors' concepts defined in terms of the same units of 
analysis (e.g., roles, institutions, attitudes, etc,)? If no*-* ^^^^ 
implications does this have in terms of our ability to define a "developing 
political system"? a "developed political system"? an "undeveloped 
political system"? (Notei you may wish to answer the next ques^pin hpfore 
you attempt to answer this one . ) — . 

r 
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On the chart below, list those characteristics which are associated 
with each tyge of political system^ 



h 
a 

r 
a 
c 
t 

e 
r 
i 
s 
I 
i 
c 
s 



i'Qv each of the characteristics listed in the chart, indicate with a 
Bymbul (a) which are atti tmi inal . 

.Another distinctiun that may be evident in the chart is between characteristic 
that are directly political and those that refer to demographic, economic, or 
oilier fiun-political featuren of the system. 

i'or each of the characteristics listed in the chart, indicate with a 
symUoi (p) which are directly political* 

Students of political development attempt not only to describe different 
typus of systems but also to explain how and why modernization occurs. Up 
to this point you have identified several different concepts of development 
as well tis the underlying dimensions or sets of variables included in each 
concept. in order to describe the process of development it is necessary to 
relate these variables with each other in a way that clearly explains the 
nature of their interdependence » 



pre-modem or 
Traditional 



Developing or 
Transitional 



Uodern or 
Enveloped 
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Select two "theories" of political development op modernization from 
your readings and state, in the form of several hypothesea, the relationship 
between theae variables. Be sure that you can identify and distinguish 
between the dependent and the independent variables. 



P ■ 
IP 



t ■ ' ■ ^ ..nil. ----- - 

/ 

Assuxaing that you were asked to validate each of these hypotheses, 
which variables seem to you to be the most ambiguous aiid most difficult 
to operational ize? , - 
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Given th^ same kypo theses, what probleas might you encounter in 
ttttempiing to specify precisely the direction and extent of association 
between these variables? - 



I 



f 



Aasipiment III 
Images of Political DeTeiopment 



^Wsigned lleudingt 

A«FpK» tJrganskii The Staneg of Political Development (New Yorks 

ioiup'f t 1965 )f Introduction^ 
Samuel Huntington, '^Political Development and Political Decay/' 

World Politics, Vol. XVII, No. 3 (April 1966), pp. 386-430. 



Underlying the problem of definitional considerations is the issue 
of central theoretical assximptioDP held about political development. 
^ fheoretical assumptions may be conceived of as the images, more or less 

explicitly formulated, which guide and structure inquiry at its ©ost 
basic level. These images determine not only those aapects of reality 
which are conceptual ized^ but also delineate the parasieters of admissible 
explanations and methodological tools. Therefore, we ^e interested in 
consequences the minimum consensual images have for political development. 

All writers on political develoj^nt speak oJ growth. This may be 
in the form of increased governmental capacity, complexity of the organizational 
structures of central political institutions, increased autonomy of the 
i;overi mental institutions, or other variants « For students of political 
development as in the case of scholars of economic and social development, 
the proposition that growth or development is a positive "good" is central. 
Associated in the minds of most political development students is the view 
that the scope uX political cho«ii;e occurring after the onset of industrial- 
ization i& much greater than in other historical periods. Thus political 
dc^veioiHiient is often seen as a function of modernization sad the politics 
of uon- or pre- industrial societies, past or present, are not seen as heini* 
relevimt since the political linkage with industrialization is absent, 
ihou-h iewcr writers today ec^hasize the temporal evolution of political 
in*^ titutions from a point selected by the investigator toward an increasingly 
cuiu])lex and stable set of political institutions, even the most sensitive 
observe! s react positively to the idea that the apparent evolution which 
occurred xn ihi presently modernized societies is or will take place 
eventually in the transitional societies. The stress is on concepts such 
as political mobilization, development, social and political integration, 
nation-building, etc# iienchmarks such as democracy, political stability, 
governmental bureaucratization are used to evaluate the level of political 
development achieved in any society, finally, the highest percent^e of 
political development specialists do not see the process operating 
independently; rather it is characterized as a function of social or 
econoiaic dimensions or the interaction of these dimensions in particular 
historical sequences. 
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The questl a we raiae regarding the aketch ia whether in fact it 
Ib relevant* Xa it produetive af uaefui deaoriptiena and explanationa 
of politieal develapBsant pl»neMiia? 4t leaat in part we wottld anggeat 
the anawar ia na« C^tinfiiatic projeetlona about the aobiewaaant af 
palitleal darelopMenti either in the preaant or the fttturet hare been 
made with declining regularity for the aooietiea Tariooaly called under- 
developed! tranaitional, developing« eto« t ainee the end of World War Il« 
iioweyerv in iaia, Africa^ and Latin Iserioa it clearly ia l^cosing nore 
accurate to apeak of the politico of inatability* fimrywiwra the break- 
down of exiating political inatitutiona ia evident and the pattern of 
political inatability through the die integration of central government 
inatitutiona via julitary tateoverp revolta by labor-intellectual alliancea, 
and other Mana, ia Wcosing routiaised# It ia acre accurate to apeak of 
a circle of political inatability in preaent tranaitional aocietiea than 
to continue to view these aocietiea aa moving through atagea or the 
continuum of a political develof^nt proceaa. Yet even the aioat aenaitive 
obaervera refer to this growing pattern aa pathologies or breakdowns • 

If the above ia a mare accurate ioage of the political developaent 
process I what accounts for the present more optimistic isaage of political 
developmeDt? Ifirst the countries from whose perspective most political 
scientists write have attained a modicuss of success in generating long term 
econoipic and social growth and apparently politieal development as well. 
Bound up with this is a set of aymbola and assumptions which characterize 
the milieu within which weatem political scientists work* Though mest of 
these synools are on what has Imen called the tacit diiMnsioUf one assumption 
has becLr irilliantly escplicated by J. B« Buryi the idea of progreas* fhia 
concept with its special implications for all science haa gained unqueationed 
acceptance by most, if not all, social and apecifically political scientists* 
To add to the probability of the continued acceptance of tbe bias toward 
development and integrative versus disintegrative me^ureSf intellectuals 
from transitional societies themselves share these biases* They are 
educated either in the modernised societies or in an indigenous educational 
system which mirrors the style and conte|it of the cuidemissed world's 
educational structures. Tbereforet one finds little difference concerning 
basic assumptions toward the development process between writers in the 
developed and transitional worlds « 

Where y then^ do we go from here? How should assumptions or basic 
images about political development be recast? You will be asked to form 
your opinions on these matters ^ but first consider the following points* 

Political development^ in its broadest termSf should be viewed as a 
branch of political history » nothing less nothing more. It involves the study 
of the politics of transitional societies* societies undergoing the process 
of industrialization. Positive or negative denotations associated with the 
usual set of assumptions » such as democracy ^ tiie evolutionary direction of 
political or for that ^tter all develop^nt should be avoided* Eather we 
should confine our initial assumptions to a concern for nuiking descriptive 
and explanatory atateit»nts about the politics of transitional societies* 
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iieyond this we loust be prepared to at Xeaat give equal tiise to the view 
which suggests that non'-developoeiital coseepte tuch aa political instability, 
or the circular nature of political change in terms of the capacity, scope 
or autonosQr of central political institutions versus tte developnentsl 
conceptualization of such political change are central. Such a view would 
mean we would be prepai'ed to examine problem areas within, say, the 
confines of the dimensions of the coammity fomation lavel, political 
participation, and political institutionalization that have heretofore gone 
unexamined. In other words, why not focus on the requisite of political 
instability'/ For exaaple, the statements on Nigeria before Use recent 
coups and final break by Biafra eB^hasized.even lauded, the st^posed orderly 
progress toward national integration and the development of a strong 
autonomous central political structure. In retrospect all this seems 
like so much nonsense. If it were possible, it would be exceedingly useful 
to study the process of disintegration which has been underf^ there. 

What assumptions or images do you infer are present in Organski? 



V^at problems are there in this view? 



lAfhat assumptions or images do you infer are present in Huntington? 
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What proble&s are there in thi& view? 



&»ed on your analysis of the reading and written work for assignment 
two aiid this assigoffient, present your own image ^ or set of theoretical 
asBumptions about political develop^nt# 



Let us now these assumptions* What are transitional societies 
which are, in terms of your image, currently undergoing political develop- 
ment? Justij^ your choices* 
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Are there tr&ntitional societies currently undergoing "decay," 
disintegration, etc,? Again, be sure to justify your choices* 



o 

ERIC 



Social and Lconomic Correlates of Political Pevelo|H&ent 
Assigned ft^aiiings 

Kennntlt Janda, Data Frocessini!: ; Applications to Political ^search 
(gvanstont X/orthwestem University Press , 1905) , Introductioni 
Chapter 3| paasim ^ 

ArtiUir Banks and J^ot^eri Textor, k gross-l^eli^ 3urye y (Conibrid^^tM 
M.I.f. Preas, 1963), Ihtrodueiioa. 

FroR the it ire t three exercises we have seen evidence of widespread 
disa;;reement over key definitions and assumptions. It also becasifi clear 
that there is disai^reenient over the relative importance of the social and 
economic factors thought to be associated with political development. 
However, many students of political development do feel that social and 
ecuiioiiiic aspects are the most important variables and that political 
development may be considered broadly as a function of the level of social 
and economic development in a society« Therefore, it laay be worthwhile 
to examine some of the relationships thought to hold between social, 
economic and political development* To fulfill this task 50cia-^e«ieini4L.- 
data is provided. The reader should be warned that clear one to one 
relationships are conspicuous by their absence in this type of social 
reHcai'ch. However, the goal of this assipusent is to realistically involve 
tJ)e reader in socio* economic aggregate data analysis. 

First, we should review attempts to state these relationships. 
Cl^Sical political theorists such as Aristotle and Plato presented 
cocripeting paradigms of the Polity, yet both conceived of the political 
litriftcture as the hi«j;hest urganized level of complexity coterminous with 
the natiOtt-sta^te. fhe family, the economy, the society itself were 
C0nc^ive4 of as being subsumed under the Polity. Penultimate questions 
for classical philosophers were related to the nature of the existing 
poli^ and tlie or^^anization or character of the "best" polity, i.e^^ the 
type of political structure which would come closest to allowing man to 
fl^hieve the- i?ood life. Interestingly, by the 19th century some political 
philosop^ had reached the polar conclusion, vividly illustrated in the 
writings of fc^arl Marxy that the economic structure of society is the must 
iii^ortani independent dimension and determines or conditions the political 
strucLurt'. More recently economists and sociologists have generated 
#v©loptr>on^Ai theories which attempt to establish sophisticated various tn 
of tli^ Marxian, Spancerian, etc#, view by attempting to specify empirical 
incliculors of economic and social ciiange. Itfe shall set* now what kinds of 
relationfihips do exisi between the social > economic and political dimensioijs. 
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To look at these relatioathipi we ahall utilize data from Arthur 
Banks and itobert Textorg A Croes-Polity Survey . Xheic data take the fona 
of coded infonoatioQ punched on standard computer cards* The code ia 
simply a guide for understand iag the numerical notations punched into the 
computer card« The code accos^anies this exercise. The social, political i 
and economic info x^t ion is recorded for each country and each card ie 
identified by an alphanumeric country nem. Thereforct you will be able 
to recognise each card by a simple visual inspection* Other than the 
computer cards a counter^sorter will be usef\&l for completion of this 
laboratory exercise* An explanation of the use of the counter-sorter i& 
provided by the reading in the Janda assignment* In addition, a print- 
out of the cards is provided in the appendix thus making it possible to 
complete the exercise without using the equi|»&ent. 

Prefatory to our exercise we may review some essential features 
associated with aggregate data in the study of political development (the 
social-economic variables coded below are exai^les of aggregate data) and 
computer storage and data analysis* First, tht advantages* For the first 
time basic social *-economic statistics, albeit in an incomplete form, have 
been collected, coded, and stored by the Yale Political data program (see 
Uruce Hussett, et ^ World Handbook of Political and Social Indicators ) 
and more recently by the Minnesota Historical Political Data Archive 
pioneered by William Flanigan and Edwin Fogelman* The availability of 
these data allows us to subject theories and hypotheses about various 
aspects of political development to eii^irical validation. The revolutionary 
potential this provides students of political development may hardly be 
overemphasized* In addition, data which are collected, coded, and stored 
according to an explicitly defined set of conceptual and o{M&rational 
procedures often may be analyzed with the aid of statistical measures of 
association and tests of significance. Parallel in importance is the 
opportunity of secondary analysis or replication of the original analysis. 
The building of cumulative knowledge can develop only when concepts, 
operational indicators of these concepts, and hypotheses are presented 
in such a way as to allow intersubjective evaluation* Only in this way can 
scholarly critical communication develop. There are liabilities as well* 
Data stored on computer cards are only as good as the sum series of ateps 
of initial concept formation , construction of operational measures of 
these concepts, and final coding decisions have made them* This means 
the investigator who develops the data and codes it to be ponched on the 
computer cards must be especially cautious. Incorrect coding decisions 
return to haunt the analyst* In this coxmection it is useful to review 
some of the coding decisions made by Banks and Textor. Look closely at 
their distinctions between highly bureaucratized coimtries and those deemed 
low on this scale* You may or may not agree with their distinction but 
you should note that the coded categories are the results of decisions 
made by Banks and Textor regarding any si^le entry. 

Vte shall work with the social-economic and political variables 
provided in the code* For our purposes political development will be equated 
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with 0anks' and Textor^s delimitatioa of that term. ^^See Variable 83 1 
Political Development i 1940-1960 in the Code Sheet. 

First I draw a random sa^le of thirty countries from your 
printouts Then, separate your countries in terms of the political 
develop&ient measure and list them in the appropriate categories belowi 



Political Developoient Ueasure 
ii i/^h Med iuui"-Hi|i:h Medium Medium^Low Low 



Kejit, taUi» your rundom sample of thirty countries and rasik them 
according; to one of tiie social and economic measures provided in the Code 
Sh«€t« Specify below which raeasuren yuu have selected i 

Social OevelopjDen t Measure Economic Development Measure^ 
HipM Med imp Low tiiixh Medium Low 



2] 



What differences do you notice between tho relative petition of 
countries in terms of your social -economic developtaent measures? 



¥fhat differences are there between the relative positions of the 
countries on the social -economic variables end the political developc»mt 
fifeasores? iVhat is your interpretation of the degree of difference or 
c ongr u i ty ? ^ , 



How do the fuliowing countries rank on your soci€il«-i*conomic meoHoresi 
liulia, 4U'4entina, £>ominican liepublic, Greece, Italy, Great Britain? 













Social 


ili-h 


Economic 


lUfjh 




tit' u:^ ure 




IJeaaure 








Wt'dium 




Medium 






Low 




Low 
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Are atiy of the country rankiage different in teruig of the eeeiai 

mid economic measureB ? , - - 



Slink the some cuunirioa uii your political developruent measur*?^ 



Political 
Bevel epment 



High 



MediiuB 



Low 




Cofti^am the rmikiiig^ from qui^Btions 5 aiid "Wkat is your interpre- 
tation uf the siniiiu-ities mid dif ferencoB? 
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From viewing the results of your aocial-eeeaoaie and political 
developo^nt oeasures what conclusioos have reachad regarding their 
level of correapondenee? Are there any other strategies you would like 
to employ to develop a higher or lower level ot taeasurement correspondence? 
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ABsignotent V 
Consmmism and Dcoaomic Develo^ent 



Assigned fieaidiing? 

S* U. Upset, Political Han (New Yorks Doubleday md Co*, 1960), 
^p. 45-58 • 

fiobert i^&h end Hfilliom Fiurish, "Modernization and Conmmisms A 

He-Test of Lipset*s ilypotheecs," Aigericon Socioloixical I&eview t 

Vol. XXX, No* 6 (December, 1965), pp* 934-d42« 
Soger W. benjamin and John H. Eautsl^r^ "Consmmism and Economic 

DevelojKaent," American Political Science BevieW j Vol* LXII, 

No* 1 (iiarch, 1968), pp* 110-123* 
Uorris Watnick, "The Appeal of Cooimnism to the Underdeveloped 

Peoples," in John I^autsky (ed*). Political Change in tfader- 

developed Countries (New Yorks John Wiley and &>ns, 19^}, 

pp. 316-334* 

Many scholars have viewed Communism as a unique kind of political 
ideolofcsy which creates a distinct type of political regis^ wherever^it 
becomes dominant* Following from this Cowmnism, Commimist parties and 
{governments ore viewed as monolithic entities* Impending on whom the 
student reads, this means that Communism is regarded as an alien ideology', 
formed in the iioviet l&iion, exported by international Cooiminist movements, 
etc. Simply put, Coosminists are often regarded as people who transcend 
national boimdaries, people that are largely Communists before they are 
Liifilisluuan, Japanese, or American. One approach to the study of Coramunism 
that has been gaining in importance has to do with looking at the relation- 
ship bt^tween Communism and the level of economic, social, and political 
Aftvtlopment. Of course, Harx, himself, wa§X"i*'® explicit about positijiy 
thfi dirsction of the relationship between economic development and Conanunism. 
I4arx saw Conmunism growing in strength as economic development continued* 
Por exaj^le, he saw the opportunities for Cosmmmism as being much greater, 
in mid and lats 19th century when he wrote, in industrialized coimtries 
Buch as £n|[land, Germany, or the United States rather than in the countries 
in the transitional society group. 

Our concern is one of establishing some method of relating the 
strength of coimnunist parties to levels of economic development* In order 
to do this we must first examine the significance of coxmmmist parlies as 
tiiodern i:&ing rmivfisnents in transitional societies* One response to political 
nnd eco/iomic change takes the form of the modernising movement, often 
manifest in such organisations as the coimsunist party, militant labor unions, 
political party organisations, etc. These iMvements emerge out of a critical 
response to certain aspects of modernization. Thc^ social composition of 
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these movements is an ia^jortant defining characteristic since particular 
elenents of the population are, at difforent stages of eeonoaie develop- 
ment, more or less inclined to Join these mo^mamta depending on their 
evaluation of the personal costs and benefits resulting from membership. 

Before analyzing the social eoaposltion of one type of audeniieing 
movement — the coamamist party — we should first establish some basic measures 
of modernization. Here, wm shall deal exclusively with measures of one aspect 
of modernization — economic developoent. We shall use tvo indicators of 
economic developnant in this eMreiset l) agrieultoral population as per 
cent of population and 2) per capita gross national product. First, we shall see 
how our sample of countries is distributed along different levels of develop- 
ment. Then, we shall analyze these groiqpings of countries in terms of the 
relative sifpiif icanoe and composition of the eos&sinist party as viewed by 
political analysts. 

Classify your sample* of countries in tex^ of agricultural population 
as per cent of total population (See Appendix B)t 



♦For this exexciee our sao^le will consist of the non-CoBmmi&t csuntriss 
coded iii Arthur Banks and Hobert Textor, A Cross-Polity Survey . Commmiet 
Countries ore excluded because the function of Communist parties differs 
quaJitatively in Coosoimist and uon-Comamnist countries. As in the other data 
analysis exercises we have appended the actual printout which lists the coded 
information necessary to do this exercise. 



fable 1 



Aaricultural population {% of population) 



Country 




Very I^ow 
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Classify your sample of eouatries in terms ol per capita gross 
national product i 

Table II 

Per cmiita gross national product 



Uouiitry 



Very Lgw 



Low 



Mediian 



High 



Very High 



ilxdffiine both of your tables and state the relationship between the two 
indicators. That is, could you predict the location of a country on one 
scale loiowing its position on the other ? . 



ERIC 



1^0 



V-4 



We shall now atteopt to establish a typology of societal types based 
on both the tvo economic development neasures (above) and on another measure 
which differentiates societies according to the degree of industrial izat ion 
and T^estem ia{»act found in these Societies* V?hile this is our own classi- 
fication aches^, other authors stsggest that societies can be mesningfully 
distinguished along rou£^y the si|^ dimensions* These societies are 
grouped within the following categories < 

• 

' Type I Traditional y No modBmixiug mvement 

Type II Traditional with modernising iwvement 
Type III Advanced Modernizing Movement 
Type IV Non-Colonial I some industry 
Type V Advanced industrial 

See your code for the distribution of countries in each societal type. 

How closely do these societal-types correspond with their respective counter- 
parts listed in Table II, i.e., per capita gross national product ? 



The authors suggest that within each of these societal types, moderniz- 
ing Hiovements— and in particular the cosuminist party— tend to attract and 
recruit different groups of individuals. In other words, they argue that 
communist party membership and conqjosition is a function of societal conditions 
such as industrialization, economic conditions, social and ethnic composition, 
literacy and education, social norms, personal adjustsent. etc. These authors 
attempt, with varying success, to explain the relationships between what is 
often referred to as ^^susceptibility to coss^mism** and particular social and 
economic characteristics such as those we have ntentioned. Each author has 
selected a particular £;roup of countries which corresponds to one or several 
of our societal types. We shall begin by identifying these types according 
to author. 

Ill the chart below, list which authors describe each societal type and 
the countries or regions included in his essay i 



Table III 

Author Country or Region 
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Table III (coiiH*) 
Autfapy Coimtry or Hegion 

Type II 



Type III 



Type IV 



Now that you have seen soim^ empirical exaxx^les of each of these societal • 
types, i«e*9 particular regions and countriesi it is possible to proceed tc 
examine the functions and cocpositions of consmmist parties in each of these 
types of societies. It is important to realize that our selection of countries 
is somewhat arbitrary and is not considered a representative or ^typical" 
sampling* They have been selected because the communist parties may be grouped 
in the same frameworki i«e», class and occupational groupings, as a response 
to industrialization and political change , etc* These studies only suggest 
what we might find in the large number of countries not exasiined here. 



On the next page, you are asked to identify the kinds of groups which 
your authors explain comprise the major elements of communist parties in 
eiicli societal type. 
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Table XV 



Farty Meiaberahip in Five Societal fypea 



MeiQb^ship*a View Size of* 

Hajor Claases Uajor Uccupations £^th]3lic fidocation of -flirty Functicn •> Party 
Societal Type aepreaeated iiepreaeoted Bactsgrounds Levels Esoteric. Exoteric, etc. (itank) 



II 



III 



IV 



f 



^Baaed on ranking between societal types (l,2|3^495) ' 
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SunsBorize the infonsation on your cou^leted cheurt with special reference to 
tiie differences betveea the kindtt of groups aggregated fay the coxominist 
party in each 8ocxetal"type » 



Draw the direction of the relationship between coiaozunist party strennth and 
societal-type in terms of Lipset'Sf Marsh & Parish's, Benjamin & Kautslsy's 
idea of the direction^* 



Figure I 



Communist 

Party 

Strength 



High 



Low 



Type 



II 



III 



IV 



Societal Type 



♦jUistinfiuish the throe curves. 
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Do the carves suggest a revision in Lip^et, tiarsb, or Denjaiain? How? Why? 

I 



What are the iii^lications of the hypotheses generated in the studies above 
for the analysis of Consnunisio? Is comauniast im>iiolithic? How should comminist 
movements be compared? t e tc • 



Appendix^ 

Alphabetical List of Countries and Tbeir Comsuniai Poi-ty Mcraborahip 



U»P« moobership as 
per cent of workins 



Country CP, Memberahip* age population 

Af^euiiston no known members cOOO 

Australia 5,000 "* .078 

Austria 35,000 .700 

Seigiuia 11,000 .186 ^ 

Ciolivia 0,500 N.A. * 

Brazil 31,000 N.A. 

Burma 5,000 N.A. 

-Burundi Nil .000 

Uambodiu 100 .004 

Camerouii Nil .000 

Canada 3,500 .033 

Central Mr, ilep. Nil .000 

Ceylon 1,900 .040 

Chad Nil .000 

Chile 27,500 .050 

Colombia 13,000 N.A. 

Congo (Brazzaville) Nil .000 

Congo (Lcopoldvil ! .) Very Small N.A. 

Costa iUca 300 .051 

C^-prus 10,000 3.243 

Dahomey Nil .000 

Denmark 5,000 .170 

Ecuador 2,500 N.A. 

fil Salva<!or 200 . 023 

Ethiopia Nil , .000 

B'inlmid 40,000 1.441 

France 200,000 .905 

Gabon Nil .000 

Germany, i'ed. itop. 50,000 .138 

Ghana Nil .000 

Greece 20,000 .360 

Guatemala 1,300 N.A. 

Guinea Nil .000 

Uouduras 2,400 .261 

Iceland 1,000 .999 

India 135,000 .055 

Indonesia 2,000,000 3.800 

Iron 1,500 .015 

Ir ail 15,000 ,474 

Ireland 100 .006 

Israel 2,000 .151} 

Italy 1,350,000 4.190 

Ivory Coast Nil .000 

Jaiaaica Nil .000 

Japan ^ . 120,000 .200 

Jordan 500 N.A. 
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y/orld StrcnRth of the Communist Party Organ iaations (January, 1905). 
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Country 

Laos 

jUcbanon 

Liberia 

Libya 

Luxemburg 

Ealaysia 

Ifali 

Kauri tail ia 
Mexico 

IfefOCCO 

Kepal 

riethttrlaiida 
Kuw Zealand 
Ji^icara^ua 

)figeria 

Norway 

Pakistan 

Panama 

Paraguay 

Peru 

Philippines 

Port^igal 

fbvonda 

Saudi iU*ubia 

Senegal 

d'i«rra Leone 

Somalia 

Spain 

Sudan 

dwoduu 

Switzerland 

S3'ria 

Tanganyika 
Togo 

Trinidad 

Turkey 

Uganda 

United ^at> Hap, 
liiiited KingdoiB 
Unit»<i Statca 
Upper Volta 
Uruguay 
Venezuela 



Meaiberahip 

100 
3»0CK) 



Nil 



Nil 



500 

mo 



Nil 
Nil 

50,000 
1,250 
3,500 
12,000 
500 
2S0 



Nil 

Less than 100 
4,500 



,^,000 
^ 400 
5,000 
8,500 
1,800 
2,000 
Nil 



Negligible 
Nil 
Nil 
Nil 
5,000 
2,500 
20,000 
less than 0, 
4,000 
Nil 
Nil 

Very Small 
1.000 



000 



000 
Nil 
1,000 
34,372 
12,0"" 
Nil 

10,000 
30,000 

Negligible 



,000 

,372 (claimed^ 

,000 (claiaed) 
11 



C«P* memberihip an 
per cent of worldng 
st^B popiilatioa 

N.A« 

N.A. 

•000 

•000 

•221 

•000 

.000 

•000 

.275 

.017 

N.A. 

.169 

•030 

.031 

.000 . 

N.A. 

•199 

.007 

.070 

.600 

.180 

.013 

•035 

.000 

N.A. 

.000 

.000 

.000 

.025 

.382 

.402 

,167 

.190 

.000 

.000 

N.A. 

,007 

.000 

N.A. 

.114 

.007 

,000 

.600 

.700 

N.A. 
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Appendix B 

The foilwfin^ measures and categories were uied in oar research, 
(1) &£embership of Cosnunist parties s 



1. 


5,000 and below 




2. 


5,001 - 10,000 




3. 


10,001 - 20,000 




4. 


20,001 - 35,000 




5. 


35,001 - r»0,0(K) 




0. 


50,001 - 75,000 




7. 


75,001 - 100,000 




«• 


100,001 - 1,000,000 




9. 


1,000,001 above 




10. 


N.A. 





(2) Vcmberahip of Conaauniat party m per cent of working age populationt 

0. .25 and below 

1. ,2G - .50 

2. .51 - 1.0 

3. 1.1 - 5 

4. N.A. 



(3) Level of urgonizatious 

1, Hiah (20jt or more of population in citiua of 20,000 or more 
and 12.4^ or store of population in cities of 100,000 or more) , 

2, Low (less than 20j6 of population in cities of 20,000 or oiore and 
less than 12.f)S of population in cities of 100,000 or more), 

3, Aogbipious 

4, Unascertained 

(4) Agricultural population as per cent of total populationj 

1. liicii (over 66)^) 

2. McdiuiQ (34-66^) 

3. Low (16-33^) 

4. Very low (under l^r) 
r>. Unascertained 
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Gross national product i 



1* V«ry high billion mi flJSove) 

2. High (^25-124.0 billion) 

3. Medium (@&-24.9 billion) 

4. haw (01-4.9 billion) 

5. Very Low (under ^1 billion) 



\ 



(6) 



i'er 


capita •[proas 


national product! 


1. 


Very High 


f&1200 and abore) 


2. 


High 


(^600-1199) 


3. 


Medium 


($300-589) 


4, 


Low 


(<^100~299) 


5. 


Very Low 


(under <?150) 



(?) status of economic development: 

1. Developed (self-sustaining economic growth? per capita 
over ;i600) 

2. Interofidiate (sustained and near self-sustaining economic growth) 

3. Underdeveloped (reasonable prospect of attaining sustained 
economic growth by the aiid-i970's) 

4. Very underdeveloped (little or no prospect of attaining 
sustained economic growth within the foreseeable future) 

b« ilmbiguous 

(8) International Financial Status: 

1. ^ery hi^^h (UN assessment of 10^ or above) 

2. High (UN assessment of 1.50-9,99)^) 

3. Itedium (UN assessnaent of 0.25-i.49je) 
1, Low (UN assessment of 0.05-0.24?^) 

5. Very Low (minimum UN assessment of 0,04^) 
9, Unascertained 
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Appendix C 
Countries by Sooietol Types 





Xyne III 




Type IV 


Afghanis tan 


^Xivi« 




Finland 




Srazii 




France 


Cambodia 


Burma 




Greece 


Cuntral Mr. iiep* 


Ceylon 




Italy 


Chad 


Chile 




Spain 




Colombia 






Cthiopia 


Costa Eica 




Typo V 


Gubim 


Cyprus 




Ivory Coast 


Kcuador 






Laos 


Ghana 




Ana tr alia 


Liberia 


Guatemala 




Austria 


Libya — 


Guinea 




^Igiuffi 


Uali 


India 




Canada 


Mauritania 


Indonesia 




Denmark 


ATicaragua 


Iraq 




Gero^kn Federal ilepublic 




Ireland 




Iceland 


Saudi ^abia 


larael 




Japan 


S4>^rra Leoae 


Jasuiica 




Uusemburg 


Togo 


Lebanon 




Netherlands 


Upper Volta 


^Kico 




Hew Zealand 


kfairocco 




Nonray 




Pakistan 




Sweden 


Type II 


Peru 




^itzerland 


PhilippinoB 




IMitccI Kingdom 


Comoroua 


Portugal 




United States 


Congo (Br azs& av i 1 1 e ) 


Sudan 






Congo (Leupoldvillo) 


Trinidad 






£1 Salvador 


Turkey 






Konduras 


United Arab ilepublic 




Iran 


Uruguay 






Jordan 


Vene^iuela 







Hal ays ia 

Mopal 

Nigeria 

Panama 

Paraguay 

Rwanda 

Seney;al 

^omal ia 

Syria 

Tan;^anyika 

U;;anda 

Yemen 
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Aftsigmwai VX 

e 

IS* Iiipiieti ^Som SocxbX !le(|iiUit«s of Hm^rmay* iSooaooie Ihv^lop^ 
mnt And Politic*! Lcgitiaaoy 9 Kelioo Folobyi Deniler and S^ith, 
Politico Social jUif» (Bootoni Houston Mifflin Co»t 1863)» 

Pbilipo Cutrightt Motional Folitiool Doirtlo|»o&ti Social aad ^onomio 
' CorrolattfOi^ md.t pp« 569-582. 

B. Neubauorv "Some Condi tioiis of SeatOGraeyt*^ teeriom Political 
Scioaco Bevicw . Vol* 61 , No. 4 (Docember 1967), pp* iO(ffi-0# 

We learned fros th& previous exorcioe that Comamies ii rolattd to social 
and economic factors in very intoreotiiig waya* It may that doaocracy ia 
also related to social and economic development. 

Since the beginning of political philoeophyi acholara have been intereeted 
in the queetione relating to the social 9 ecoaomiCf psychological t and historical 
conditions under which democratic systems flouriahi but only in recent years 
has the question become a focus for systematic quantitative analysia* In this 
exercise we shall exaisine some recent studies concerned with this question. 

A first requirement in ^jcamining the conditions ^.^r effective democracy 
is to agree on a definition ^of democracy « Since we are interested in 
quantitative analysis we need a definition that is not only conceptually 
satisfying but that refers to a^asurable phenoo^na. That is 9 we need an 
operational definition of democracy. A good operational definition of 
democracy will identify the basic characteristics that we consider distinctive 
about dexMcratic systems and will also tell us how these characteristics can 
be measured. It should be stressed that no matter ^w conceptually satisfying 
a particular definition may eeemi unless it refers to sieaaurablo pheno^na->«* 
unless it is operational— the definition is inadequate for purposes of 
quantitative analysis. 

No one definition of des^cracy is universally accepted. On the contrary 1 
loany definitions are availablOf and the particular definition we adopt will 



^rhis assigna^nt is adopted from '^Def initions and Ir^dicators of Democracy,^* 
Aasigiuaent I in J^in Fogelaaut Manual for the Comparative Politics 
Laboratory (Minneapolis, iiinnesotai Political Laboratory Curriculum Project, 
Department of Political Science, University of Uinnesota, 1968). 



have ils|K)rtaat efftet* oa our fiadisgs. In thif •xtrciso wc will coosider 
Alternative definitions of Amacrmey thmt have been ueed in tbi'ee recent 
•tudiee, and we will notice tone ii^lie«tione of ndopting one definition or 
aootiier. 

Three studies tixnt eleeeifr countrioif aeeording to neiuiuret of 
democracy are Mpset*s ^Som Sooinl Bsquieitee sf Jkmermy^^ Cutri^t*ii' 
**H&tionnl Bolitionl Oevelopatnt,** «nd I^onliMidtr'e **SoMe Conditions of 
Democraoy** Bmrever, iiie oeasures of dwc^raoy are ^geront in each studf* 
Xbese differences will be sttasariaied in I^txro fff 

How does Lipset define dagocracv? 



In Colwm 1 of Figiire 0*1 list the Bie&surea that Lipset oaes as 
criteria of democracy* 

Figure 6.1. kle^ores of £>«mecraey in Thrae B^ceni Studiers 



Lipnet 


Cutright 











Are Lipset^B criteria in classifying countries good operational 
measuras? Are the groimds of assigning countries into one category or 
another clear and explicit? Could you replicate Lipset^s classification 
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on the basis of the aeasores and data he provifies? 



VI-3 



Lipset's criteria are intended as aeastires of democracy. CatrigbtU 
Political i^vieilv^amt Index, on the other hand, is intended as a n^asure not 
of denocraey but of developaient. Yet the items included in the Index refer 
to similar political ehariusteristics. 

What does €atright*8 Political Developssent Index actually measure? 



In Colisan 2 of Figure 6.1 list the items included in Outright *8 Index. 

Cutright not only lists a number of items but combines , thea into an 
Index cn the basis of which countries can be scored and ranked* Notice that 
Lipset's criteria are used only for classifying countries in dichotooous 
categories — that is, stable democracies or un8t%ble democracies, and unstable 
dictatorships or stable dictatorships — ^while Cutright's Index is used to 
order countrxes in terms of their score on a continuous scale. Such an 
ordering permits additional kinds of analysis that wovdd not be possible with 
the more simple dichotomous classification. 

Do you agree with the weigbts Cutright aesigns in constructing his 
Indsx? If not, wiiy not?_ .. 



Is the Political Development Index a good measure of political develop^ 
ment, as Cutright defines it? Is it a good measure of democracy ? 



4^ 



Heubauer critizes Cutright*8 Index of Political Development as a 
toeasxire of both developoeat and demooracy* In CoIuzbd 3 of Figure 6.1 
liet the indicators that Neubaaer includes in his Index of Beoocratic 
Perfoztaance. 

Hov do Neubauer's indicators differ from the items in Outright *s 
Index? - 



X— 



Tke ioiportaace of the differences in n^asures snmaarized in Figure 6.1 
becomes apparent when we go on to classify and order countries according to 
one or another of the suggested sets of'^BiMUiiix^s* the basic ^estion is, to 
what extent will countries be classified and ordered in the aame way if we 
use different measures of democracy? If the classification and ordering of 
countries turns out the sane in all instances it raateB little difference 
which measures we adopt; but if the classification or ordering of countries 
differs substantially then the choice of particular aeasures ImcOB^s 
significant* 

The consequences of adopting one set of seasures or another can be 
seen by con^leting Figures 6.2 and 6.3. Colusm 1 of Figure 6.2 lists 23 
countries as ranked by Neubauer on his Index of Deiaoeratic Performance* In 
Colusm 2 rank the sas^ 23 countries according to their scores on Outright *8 
Index of Political Developoent. ^Vhere more than one countxy has the same 
score on Outright *8 Index consider all those countries as the sane ranking 
and then skip that nunber to determine the next ^ranking. (For exaaiple, 
since S countries have the highest score, 66, on Cutright's Index, consider 
all 8 countries as ranked first and then skip to ninth place for the next 
country. 

4. 
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Figure 6,2, Orderixi£ of 23 Comitrie» on Indices of S«a»cr«ey 
in Tvo fiiccnt Stadios 



Neabauar 


Cutright 


1 


Great lirit&ixi 






Z 








3 








4 


Sweden 






5 


Netherlaiiaa 






6 


Belgium 






7 


Japan 






8 


I^ixembourg 






9 


Norway 






10 


New Zeal ana 






11 


Denmark 






12 


Israel 






13 








14 


Italy 






15 


Canada 






16 


United States 






17 


Venezuela 






18 


Austria 






19 


Chile 






20 


Ireland 






21 


India 






22 


Switzerland 






23 


llexico 







Now in Figtire 6,3 plot the location of each of the 23 covmtries by 
its position on Cutright 's ordering as the vertical axis and Neufaauer's 
ordering as the horizontal axis. 
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Figure 6,3. Helatioiuiliip of CutrightU Oxtering of Dtnocrttic 
Ooiiiitri«B to N«ii])fttt«r*B 



u 

t 
r 
i 

& 
h 

t 
t 

a 

U 
r 

d 

G 

r 
i 
n 

e 



23 



20 



15 



10 



23 



20 



16 



10 



5 



10 



15 



20 



23 



NeubGuer'e Ordering 

If Cutright*8 and Neubauer's ordering of countries were identical, 
how would the cases be distributed on Figure 6.3?_^ ^ 



In fact, how are the cases distributed? 



How serious is the deviation of the actual distribution from the 
distribution that would appear if the orderings were identical? 
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Sihmt inplieAtiont follow from the dtv^ifttion botvtefi tlie actual 
distribution of eaaos acd th« ozpeetod distributioa if tho orderiogo wore 

identical? 



Ob the basis of Figure 3.3 what concliuiioBs can yovL draw about the 
si^ificance of alternative measures in ordering countries hy extent of 
deinoc racv? 



AssigEUseat VII 
Historical Patterna of Folitieal I>evelopffient 



Assigned Eeadingt 

S. li. Upset, Political Man (New Yorkt Doubieday & Co., inchor 
Books, 1963), Chapter 2$ or S. M. Lipset, "Some Social Be^uisitM 
ot Democracy t Economic Developoeat and Political Legitiaaey," 
in Polsby, Dontler and Smith, Politics ^ Social Ufa , 1963* 

H. B. Gerth and C, Wrijrht Uills, fnm Max Webar t Esaaya ^ Sociology 
(New Yorki Oxford Ifeiversity Press, Galaxy Book, 195877 PP« 224-244. 

William Flanigaa aed Edwin Pogelman, "Patterns of Politica Develop- 
ment and Semocratizationt A Quantitative Analysis" (excerpts 
included in Appendix B) 



An extremely is^ortant but often neglected approach aB»ng studies of 
political development is the analysis of historical patterns of change. 
Historical or longitudinal, analysis differs from cross-sectional analysis 
in the sense that the latter is confined to thm study of variation in one 
or more variables at a single point in time. Longitudinal analysis, on the 
other hand, extends the comparison of changes in variables over some designated 
period of time, allowing one to abserve changes in one or more characteristics 
of a Basiling unit (e.g., a nation-state, organization, etc^ over time. The 
itaportance of the time dimension can hardly be overe&q>ha8ized. From research 
completed to date we hevi learned that the pattern or sequence of historical 
changes which occurred in the currently modernised societies was a crucial 
determinant in the development of the political institutions now in being. 

Here we will trace the relationships between several indicators of 
modernization in an attenyt to elucidate, by means of eu^irical analysis, 
the projected patterns of change outlined by Max Weber and Seyowur U. Lipset. 
i'ou will observe that although both readings are addressed to the question 
of democracy and development, each looks at the problem from a different 
perspective. Lipset's analysis points out son» interesting consequences of 
various social and economic conditions for the prospects of democratic 
development. Weber, on the other hand, describes how the growth of 
bureaucratic institutions leads to changes in the distribution of wealth 
and tbi- chances for democracy. The readings lead us to exclude that any 
analysis of democratic development along historical lines should at »om 
early point evaluate the iiigpact of concurrent changes in a syatea*8 
bureaucratic capacity and its pattern of economic development. 

Max Weber's essay, "Bureaucracy," represents only a small part of 
his classic work Wirtschaf t uad Gessellechaf t written early in this century. 
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The SM}rtioB you hart betn Miigned to rood illuotroioo oao oopoet of Wober't 

ooneorn with the iaopoet of aodoni bureaucratic otmsturoo on copitaliotic 
eeonoxaieo ftad domoorotio inotitutioao* For Ottr pur|H»0O8, lot uo try to 
reconstruct oao of his major theaos* 

i) Whaty according to Webor* i« tl» rtlationchip hotirooa tbo dovelop- 
oeat of boroaaoratie inatitutiona aad de»o«ratixati<»it (For oxai^lei what 
ore the cooBeqooBCOS of changes in one for ohaogoa in the other? Is the 
relationahip a linear fmof that iOf doea change in one produce an **equivalent** 
change in the other? or what? ) 



2) \Vhat factors does Weber suggest act as intervening variables thereby 
weakening the relationship between the, historical developa^nt of bureaucraeies 
and de»)crati2ation? Bow do they joodify the relationahip ? 



As you will have no doubt observed , Weber's effort to trace the 
relationships between bureaucratic structures and democratic developssent 
reveals an extremely cos^lex configuration of institutional development and 
historical change and one that leads to no sii^le es^irieal "solutioo." 
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Asid« fnm tlw problMW of dtfiaiut •uelt eon^tj^ta «« "ImriaaerMyt** 
"dtaooraoy," etc.y of doaliitfi vitb e&aogoa oocurriog ulanlt^ntomly *t 
•evsrai levels of socio^t ote^, th« r^ry tsotion of biitorieal chmmt 
introducsf an iiqiortaat Tftriablo tbkt vo iisrt to tbiii poimt luflp 
ooosidsrod^iiM* 'Sh» Tftriftblo fciaw it of eourio m uad«x>lyiac diatiicioa 
is ftoy hittorie*! or longitudiBftl aiuajpsit* If« for oxtufUi «• «rt 
intortttod in ii«sertt>iii£i^^£WiiporiI etrtftlfi tvtiitf # «i mmt 
giTo explicit rvooipiitioii to the saits of tiao oo^riwiag ot&r obaervmtioiiftl 
period* 

Uoe vttriont of tiae-aeries anttlyiiii is the otttily of patteg»» of 
change* The paper by Fiaaigaa and fogeliam deaeribec A proeadure by vbiob 
aeTeral pattema of changa, e*g«. In tanaa of the inoraase or deeliBe of 
govenoMiJital publicationa, auy ba coaatftustod naing hiatorieal data* Since 
the paper alao providea qniantitative tiise aariea data for aeveral other 
voriablea that Weber and Lipaet deem is^rtaat for deneeratie davalopaeat, 
there ie aoae value in our oaaeasing uaefulneaa of theaa awaaurea 
before attempting to deacribe th»ae pattema* (See Appe&dieea B and C) 

3) What are the meaaurea of political develojiaseat and dea»oratiaation 
uaed by Flanigan and Fogela^ ? 



4) Uow are scores deteronaed for the 29 countriea on the ise&auree of 
political development and denutcr&tlssation? Can the aeoring procednreif be 
checked? . 



0} Un the bmmiB of tlic •com in Figurti 1 Ksd 6 iia iptiti^ix d FXiuiifaii 
ond Fog^imm idiiDtify four pattarsu of {Kilitieal liftvilopiMnt tad four 
patt«rntf of doimior&tiiatioa. How oi^ thoto iHittorno d#t«ml£Mid7 do you 
o{|reo with this cloaaif iotttion of toiiatrioo into four pAttoniof What 
AltorsiAtivo ciaooif ictttioao would you ouggoot? 



Complete Table 1 below uoing the soi^ eloaoif icatiou of patterni at 
dottcribed by Fl^igan and Fogalman* 



Table 1 



Governmntal Publications 



l>e£m>crati^ation 



UoiiBidtesiily 
democratic 



Ktoderately 
deisDcratic 



Predominantly 
undemocratic 



Consisti'ntly 
undemocratic 



Continuouii 

low 
development 



Prolonged yoderate to 

aioderate high 
deve lopsen t deve 1 opmen t 



I:Arly high 
developiaont 



7) Suass&riEe your findings from Table 1* 
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b) SLet^T baek to your retpontti to (|uastioiui l) and 2) ia this ex«reit«* 
Ijoea Kifcber suggest any variables tbat sight accouat for your findinfis in 
question ?)? What additional variables woulii you ustf ? 



AO have seen th&t tho growth of dofiooratic political systems is not ^ 
necessarily fostered hy the iocreaaing e^pacit^^ of national bureaocraciea. 
Furthermore^ according to Welwrt bureMteratio growth saay in soi»i waj^ act as 
a powerful eounterforee to dei£K»eratio developaent. If the oonseqoences of 
bureaucratization are olimys to some extent indetenBiaatOi wiiat probHas 
doos this pose for transitional eoeiet-ieot for, industrial societies? Some 
echolarsy for exaB^>le, have argued that the evolution of a "managerial 
cia^s«" or *'fficritocracyt" in industrializing societies is already presenting 
a severe threat to existing dei»»oratie institutions. However Just as a 
thoughtful scholar is never completely satisfied with any single explanation 
of coEQplex phenoxaena, students of political development are challenged to 
look to other worthy explanations of the develops^ntal process. An iaportont 
contribution to this body of literature is Lipset's article '*SoBie Social 
..«<(juiBite8 of Democracy. ^ ■ 

Li|iset'8 article draws our attention to a number of social conditions 
that I he ar{^eii| "support** democracy* Let vm select one such condition^ 
that of economic development s 

9) According to Lipseti in what ways does ecDnomie develo|:^nt ^'support** 
dotage racy? . 



liased on his analysis of 50 couniriesi Lipset concludes that the 
level of national wealthy as defined by several operational indices , iS| on 
the average I higher in democratic countries # Note, however t that by apply- 
ini^ single time^-point data, Lipset is thereby precluded from drawing 
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conclusionjp about relatioaahipa betveen hiatorical patterna of desioeratisation 
^ and rates of eponomio devalopiMnt* Sor ea^c^lei dots it makt a diffarfoce 
for a country^a political deveio^zient whether its industrialisation began 
early or late^ proceeded at a alow or rapid pac^e? What are^the chancre 
for demacracy in societies just beginning to industrialize? To begin to 
answer these questions we rmiat tum to liistorical evidence^ 

if'irsti we need an indicator of eeonoaiio developiaent. Flanigon and 
Fogelman selected a meaaure of agricultural employront for their indicator 
of economic development. 

\ V 

10) what ore the advantage s^-^and diaadvantages^^^f this indicator? 



liefer to Appendix C« Figure "V. Index of Agricultural 1:^9)1 oyment. 
Note that data has been collected forosany but not all countries listed. For 
our purposes I we will examine only those countries where data is recorded 
for the decades 1910 a nd 1950 for a total of 16 coimtriee as listed below« 

< 

Indicate on the chart below the numeral corresponding to each country's 
pattern of democratization as detenained by Flanigan and Fogelman* (See 
Appendix B, pp# 9-10) 



Pattern of 
liemocratization 
(I, 11,111, IV) 



Proportion of 
labor force 
le^ing af^ricul tural 
employment (in ^ 



1 . 


hrgentiasL 


o 

*- • 




li. 


Canada 


'I, 




5. 


France 


&. 


Uenaany 


7. 


Hungary 


.S. 


India 


9. 


Itttly 


iO. 


Japan 


11 . 


Mexico 


12. 




13. 


Spain 


M. 




10. 


United liinindom 


1?'. 


United States 



uient* 



Our nejct st#»|> is to create an index for the rate of econontic develop- 
diiq^ly aubtr^t each coxintry's acore for the decade 1950 from its 



scor? fjpr the decade 1910 » The difference expressed as a percentage 
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iadioates the jiroportion of the labor force vhieh ha§ moTed out of 
fi^ieultuiral rngploymnt over the fort^ year apm m± mill cerve «§ our 
ind»x of the rate of eeonoaiio deirelop»mt# Liat the eoorea for eaoh 
counts^* ixk the chart above \^ 

Uaaed ob the infonsation in your charts eoiqplete Table 2 below* 



Table 2 



Pilttema of Deoocratisatiou 
I aisd XI III tad IV 



Proportion of 
labor force 
leaving agricultural 
eifiployi&ent 



11^ or 
less 



1^ or 
more 



11) llhat doee Table 2 indicate concemiag patterns of democratization 
in relation to the rate of economic development (i«e#| change in egricultural 
einji 1 oyttcn t ) ? 



In an attempt to clarify the observed pattern in Table 2, let us 
extend our analysis by controlling for a third variable — the size of 
agricultural labor force in the decade 1910. UerOf we will distinguish 
between coimtries whose labor force in the decade 1910 was relatively 
large from those countries whose labor force was email. 



C(»BpletG Tabls 3 lm% iaoludt only tiiott eoiuatriot wliost icore for 
the decaa0^9iO it ^2 ££ 4 and Ineiud* only those 

countries mbo»« scort for tho ittK iic«d« &• HSjfe or leai* 



Table 3 

Large i^prieuliural Li^ior Force - 1910 

Pattema of OeiQOcratization 
I aad II III and IV 



Proportion of 
Labor force 
leaving a|;ricultural 
eiaployuent 



I 



11^ or ' 
leas 



12^ or 
more 



Xable 4 

&aall Agricultural Labor Force - iDlO 

Pattema of fiemcratization 



Proportion of 
labor force 
leaving ajjrieal tural 
en^jioyment 



11^ or 
less 



12^ or 
more 



I and II 



III and IV 



12) What additional information doea controlling for aize of 
agricultural labor force give you regarding ^'he relationship between pattome 
of democratization and change in agricultural employment? 



0 n 



the viiiidit^ of th«ie findingB ? 



14) \yiiAt addition&l kiad« of oaftlyiia can you suggatt applying 
bistorical dftta to problems of dcsooraey aad politicftl developowmt? 
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Social MobilixatioQ and Political DerelopiBent 



Karl l^. Deutscht "Social liobilization and Political 0evelo|nieiit|" in 

Flakl« and Gableg eds., Folitioal Davaloiansat and Soeiid. CStMige , 

1966, pp» 225-226. 
William Flanigan and Edwin Fogelnan. "Fattcma of Political Develop- 

meat and Benocratisationi ▲ Quant itativa Analytia" (escarp ta 

included in Appendix B)« 



In the last exercise ve obaerved that biatoricol patterxus of deomcratic 
developaent are related in interesting ways to patterns of bui^aucratization 
and economic growth* Tk> other aspects of historical develoj^nt contribute 
to the liiralihood that de&^cratic regiaes will emerge and flourish during 
industrialization? What effect, for exai^le, does rapid—or slow— urbanization 
have on societies attesting to introduce modem participatory political 
institutions? Did countries which become democratic hy the end of the 10th 
centujcy stand a better chance of sustaining peaceful change than did 
countries just beginning to install democratic regimes? If so, why? 
(Questions such as these have long concerned students of political develop- 
ment. Alisost invariably, however, attenpted solutions have been met with 
a lack of adequate historical data, of appropriate indicators for useful 
theoretical concepts, and of sufficiently powerful models and theories of 
the develofsaent process* ^re recently, a number of scholars have encouraged 
further use and refinement of the concept social mo biliasation . The version 
of this coi(Kcept, as introduced to students of political develo|»ient by Karl 
Deutsch purports to meet, at I^ast in part, soq» of the objections raised 
a^^ainst earlier solutions to the kinds of questions and research strategies 
we have just outlined. Are these assertions justified? 

l) So what aspect of -modernization does the term social Brobilization 
refer? What assumptions about the imidemization process does Deutsch make? 



■ t 

2) ^liat conet^tn aad attiHids of aaalycit uxtderlie Dtuticli*! aod«l? 
Wiat kinds of data ar* faniyd t 



3) IVhat are the advantages of viewing aodemisation in thia woy? 



/ 

Une Gonaequence of social xt^bilizatioBf notes Deuta^i is thai it 
*n>ringa with it an expansion of the politioaily relevant yStrata of the 
population*** Another in^rtant oonseqnencei he addsf ia^ the creation of 
new demands on the political systeiSt ha^ed upon the ne«U of these newly 
politicized groups* Social tts^bilizationf theni ioxplies so»e increase in 
participation and in demands and sraie snbseqiunt ijqpract on govems^nts 
which are more or less capable of sustaining those dsiMnds* This raises 
the queetioni under what conditieyis ar ^ e fl ^yemments ca pable * o f meeting 
new demands ? For example, does it make a difference whether mobilization 
advances rapidly or slowly? \Vhatt f<^^ eiou&plet are the effects of rapid 
urbanization on countries atten^iting to modernize? Can govemaents sustain 
democratic reforo^ in societies undergoing major population shifts from 
village to cityi firom farm to factory? How can we proceed to research these 
questions? 

A first step in this investigation mist be to arrive at a useful 
definition of the term ^government capability*^* Here, we suggest that one 
iioporti^t erasure of governmental capabilityy and one particularly relevant 
to modernizing societiesi is the probability that atte&pts to meet demands 
for greater political participation will be successful • Such attempts 
might consist of the extension of suffrage 9 the exposure of morsii and 
especially the more iisyportanti political offices to democratic proced\u*eSt 
and other similar political reforms* 

I, 

Then, let us afik, what "conditions" asscciated with a oetion under- 
going modernization are presumed to have sosie effect on govenuaental 
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perforoaaee? mat kinds of BociAl eiuofiei would Mtfi to ia^l^ added, or • 
fewer* burdens on the politics! processf W« bam selected an indiestor of 
social mobilistttion from the list in 0eutscli (Table 1, Group XI» p. 218) » 
"ChsQge from rural to urliaa residenee" or, ra^ of urbaataatioo * for reasons 
of convenience and utility* First, rates of eiiange in urbteiaation is one 
indicator included in the class of variaMea which^ according to Deutsoh, 
is "related to the c^ahilities of the govamment for coping with these 
burdens t** Second, urbanisation data tends to be nore reliable and coa^lete 
than that for other relevant indicators* 

4) Based on evidence and aasuB^tions implicit in SeutschU model, 
how ia the rate of urbsniaation related to the capabilities of a govemiaent? 
Or, more precisely, what is the expected relationship betve«i a gerem* 
ment's ability to aeet increasing deaands for participation and that country's 
rate of increase in urbanization? What kinds of evidence does Deutsch state, 
or ia^ly, are relevant to this aueetion ? 



5) Trace the expected relationship in Figure belowt 

Figure 1 

High 

iiate of increase 
in 

urbanizatioQ 



Low 



Low High 
Govenuoent Capability to 
meet demands 

Let ufl see whether this expected relationship is supported by further 
analysis* By applying the data in ippendiz C, we will create an operational 
meaeure for each of the two variables-^rate of urbanization and governmental 
capability to meet demands. From the infonaation in Figure 8, Index of 
Urbanization we will construct an indicator of the rate of urbanisation, 
operationally defined as the arithmetic difference between the urbanization 
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score of tbm dtcadt prior to, Aid tiie scor* of tbt decade follfiwingi an 
cttt^apt to e«t«bli«lt dtm&ft^tic |»roetdli3r«t» (S«« J^pKH&ix pp« 10-11 
for definition of urbanisation.) 

Our indicator for eovefuantftl e^bility ia derived froa data in 
Fi^rore 2, Index of BcjBocratie Socceaaicua* (See ^peodis B« pp. 5-6) 
Govemaent capability will defined aa the ei^tant to vhieli a goverxuaent 
is *'auccc88ful** in ita attwapta to aatabilaii a aore deoocratie procedure 
for selecting its cMef ei^ctttiv^e official* Ua£« apecificallift by tim 
piiraae ^'attei^t to eatablieli a more desoeratic procedure in- selecting ita 
chief ezecntive official** ii aeant a eitoation in vltieli iba chief executive 
ie selected at least once by a ^'deaocratic** procedure whore previously 
succesaion had been either ''seiei-deiBOGratiG^ or '*non-^eiaocratic") or is 
selected at least once by a *'aemi«<laaocratic" procedure where previously 
succession had been **non-diMaoeratiOtt'^ By tbm phrase "ealtent to which a 
govemiaent is 'successful*'* is iseaat the hsmbar of tmintenrupted decades 
which pass, following the original atteatptt within i^ich tine ne atie&pts 
are made to establish a less deoocratie preee^bire* (Or^ stated differently, 
before which tiiae an attes^t ia made to eatablish a leas deoueratlc procedure*} 

Since our data for urbanization (Figure 8) are considerably less 
coQ^ilete tlian the data for deiaocratic succession (Figure 2), we must limit 
our analysis to those countries -and deceuiea for which urbanisation data is 
available* Initially, then, we will consider only those countries lieted 
in Table 1 (below). In addition, since our criteria for distinguishing 
"more successful** from "less successful" cowttries rests on information 
about the decades which follow attei^ta to eatablish democratic procedures, 
it is necessary to forgo consideration of attes^ta made just prior to 19S0* 
lu order to lose as little information as possible, but at the saB» time 
to ^ive adequate time for atteapts to be judged as auoeessful or unsuccessful, 
we will not include attes^ts made after the deciMie 1930* To be considered 
a successful atteo^it, the newly established democratic pn>cedure must be 
sustained over a period of at least three continuous decadea. Ikaucoessful 
attempts ore those which are sustained for no longer then, and possibly 
IcBs than, two continuous decades* Finally, since we wish to i^ply our 
coding procedure consistently for each case, we will include only those 
attempts for which urbanisation data is available for the decade immediately 
prior to and the decade iusaedi^tcly following the atterapt. 

U), Complete Table 1. 
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Country 



Period of Nusdwr of Sueeess of Hat« 

observfttion Decade Coatinuous ettea^t of 

of attti^ts att^t «ueoefffta or «or« dteados) u^boiii* 

' 1^"^ ot 2 d»cad««) mtion 



ia»de(liielu»ive) lapde d»Ciid»i> 





Argent ina 


1880 




1930 


2« 




imKI 






3. 


Burma 


1890 




i AO A 

1930 


4* 


Canada 


1870 




i AQA 

1930 




Chiic 


1870 




4 AQ A 

1930 


o« 


Colombia 


1900 




1930 


7. 




1890 




1930 




France 


1810 






9. 


Germany 








10. 




18^>0 




1930 


11, 


hidxa 


lb 90 




1930 


12. 


Indonesia 


1900 






13. 


Italy 


1810 




1930 


14. 


Japan 


lyoo 




1 AO A 


15. 


Mexico 


lyoo 




-fi /I o /\ 

1030 


16, 


Philippines 


1900 




1930 


17. 


Spain 


1900 




1930 


18. 


SwitEeriand 
• 


1910 




1930 


id. 


Turkey 


1900 




1930 


20. 


U.S.S.R. 


1900 




1930 


21. 


Lfnited Kingdom 


1810 




1930 


22 • 


United States 


1820 




1930 



1910 



U 
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7) Based on infonaatioa is £abl« 1, eoa$l«te Figure 2 btlovi 

Figure 2 

Success of Atteo^its to Establish Beaocr&tic Procedures 

nod iats of tJrbaaiSfttiim 



^te of 
Urban izatiou 



S|l or 
sKire 



0 - 4;4 



J 



Q ^ 2 decades 
ufisuoceisiul 



3 or more decados 
ttuccessful 



Kmiber of Contiiiu^u« 
Successful Decades 



8) i^at does Figure 2 indicate concemiia^ the shc^^oss of attempts to 
establish deioocratic procedures and the rate of urbanization ? 



9) How well do your findings in Figure 2 correspond with your expected 
relationship in Figure 1? 



10) How might our choice of indicators for governmental capability and 
rale of urbanization affect the correspondence between the expected relation- 
ship and the observed relationshi p 



11} i^at otbar limitAtions in the data aad the oathod of analysis 
might affect the iraiidi^ of these findinga2- 



12) What additional kinds of problems relating to social o»bilization 
jnight be interesting to investigate ? 
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Assigned Ueadingi 

timvid Apter, fho Politici of Itodemigatiim (Chicagoi Ubivereity of 

Chicago Frees f 196S)t Chapter , 
V/endell Bflif '^Spoittl ChSBfiO a&d Elites i& an £k^x^€t&t NatioBf'' in 

H» iU Barriagert Boeiwl Chspge in Pevelepi^ igofts 

(Caiatiridget liass^t Seheoksaa PuhXishing Co«f 19^}^ pp^ iS5*-205« 
Uaaiei Iiemer, The yassitig of fraditienal Society (Glenooei lilfi' 

Free l^ress, 1958)9 Cfa^ttir 11* 
Lester SeligsiBim» **£lite ^cruitme&t and Political De^eloi^ntf'' in 

Finkle and Gable (eds#)t Politioat Beyelopment and Social CfaeBSB 

(New Yorki Joim Wiley & Soast 10^)^ pp« 329^38 « 
£dward ShilSt ^The Intellectuals in Political Oevelopaeiit of Now 

jitttteiat** in Finkle and Gable (eds*)^ Political Sevelopaent and 

Social Chem^ (New Yorkt John Wiley & SonSt lnc*» 1966 X^pp. 338-385 • 

Thought ^ have already Been^ aoioe scholars eG^haais&e the io^ortance 
of social and/or econouiic forces on the saodemization and political develop- 
ment process f others view leaders ^ militaryt intellectual f economic ^ or 
bureaucratic I as fundasi^ntal to th^ political development process* Some* 
for ejcamplei interpret the successful Japanese response to the challenges 
of induii) trial isation and Western expansionist foreign policy as largely a 
result of the strong deveiopment of the Japanese elite after the Meiji 
Restoration in 1867 

The concept of political leadership has been interpreted and defined 
in many different ways. Seine refer to leadership as the quality of inter- 
personal relationships between leaders and their followers — or simply as on 
influence relationship between A and B# Sovm ore concerned with the relations- 
ship of leadership to particular political situational groups, or institutions. 
Still others are interested in the psychological qualities of leaders and 
classify them along certain din^nsions^ — e«g*f democratic-authoritarian* Very 
probably the usefulness of any schema or definition of political leadership 
will depend oh the nature of the research problem itself • ior this exercise 
it is necessary only that you be aware of the variety of interpretations and 
definitions available to you aaid that you apply whichever working definitions 
wiiich seem to be nK>8t appropriate, given your task. 

Hera, we are interested in two aspects of political leadership. First, 
we Shall identify these elites in terms of their in^ortonce at different 
states uf political development* Second, we shall exoiaine tho relationships 
between the particulai- composition of elite groups and the natui^e of politicflJ 
davelopment observed in their respective countries. / 



Uo the essignod readiztfi* 

a) In the eMst below, liit t!u! elit«i one might esqpect to find in 
countries at efieh of the three level* of political develo^nt. You aay 
aiBtin£uifih l^t^een elites according to oeeupatioii-Qr profetaion, educational 
attains^nts, social baclsgromid, etc* It ni^ he helpful to identify lei^era 
with respect to the particular sector in idbiofa they arc aoat prominent— 
e.g«, politiealf eooncHaiCt social (sta^ and prestige) sectors* 



iOilXlIS AND STAGI^ OF 0mLOBIIS«T 



Political 



Troditional 



ijconoffiic 



ooc ial 



Transitional 



Uodem 



6* 6* 



£&-3 



Do yoa observo any overlapping of the »ma§ elite groups in sore than 
one of the eoluaofly i«e»p stages of develo^Mntf Bom vould you ej^i&in this? 



Dd you find any paitem«i or trends in the v^^rgenee of elite erou{Hi that 
ore closely related to the stages of dcveloiiiaent? , . 



1 tlhich groups' of elitoa bocoiae increaeiagly i^ortent with increasing 

/iMderniEation? What do they have in comiion ? 



l^iich elites becosae decreasingly im^rtant with increasing modernization? 



Une interesting aspect of elite--'type analysis in the developing countries 
the phenomenon of transition, i.e., periods of tinie in which certain elites 
emerge into positions of power and prestige while others experience a decline* 
You have already observed some general over-all patterns of transition, if you 
have answered the second question on this page# Now, we shall attempt to explain 
the **rise and fall^^ of elites by first, focaaing on particular transition periods} 
aiid, then, examining the 80i:ial and economic characteristics of societies at 
each of these periods. 



lXr4 



Assuninii cotild iaeatify, in titt rft&l vorldf that period of transitioB 
iaetweep tyaditioiiiil and dofclopiag . wliat ■oeial and •conoBic forces, would you 
expect to find saost closely usociftted with the etaergonce of new elite eroi^ie? 



tt^oald you ejipeat to find the easHB eocial oad econoaic forces associated 
with the ascendance of new elites in the period hetwoen developing and c»dera ? 
\Vhy? or why not ? 



^1 



Bo you feel that your explanations are suXficiont to account for the 
present coa^jositiou of political elites in a given country in, say Latin 
AntTica, South-eaet Asia, or Africa today? If so, why? If not, why not? 
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In order to familiarize yourself with the j^thods and data used in 
elite unalysis, you are asked to select 3 political leaders repreaenting 
countries from each of the three stages of develo|M&ent — traditional, tran- 
sitional, and modem— for a total of 9 political leaders* You are to 
describe, in some detJj^il, tiie social background characteristics of the 
letters. (You may selfcct Presidents, Priiae Klinisters, Congroesmen, or 
diplomats— or representatives of some other important national political 
|)o4y.) For each leader, find the following informations 

^ a) Home 

h) girth date and geographical origin 
cj Social --econdmic class background 

a) Sducation (where, what level completed, professional degrees, etc.) 
Career pattern (major occupations, offices held^ year, etc.) 
//or biogr^hical information consult Vlho's Who . Statesman *s 
iearhook . autobiogrf^ies, biographies. 

Fill in the following chart. 

Characteristics of Political Leaders 

oimilar Different 



Ti-aditional 



iransilioiiul 



Modern 
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What are the intereatiiig sisdlarities and differences of the 
ohoracteristici of the political leaders in and across the three stages 

of develOTO»pt ? , , 



What conclusions co^rge based on your onsver to the prov|.ou8 question? 



Assignment X 



Political Parties and Political Development 



;«Bsigned iieailings 

Samuel l\ iiiintin^ton, Politiccd Order in Changing Societies (New 
Havens Yale University Press, 196377 Chapter 7i '^Parties and 
Political Stability." 



Since the beginning of the nineteenth century, political parties have 
signified, perhaps more than any other political institution, the modem age 
in politics. The historical development of political parties — as we know 
theiQ today-*-had been closely associated with the increased mobilization of 
formerly disenf ranehised poli'tircal end social groupingSi the rise of mass- 
based political ideologies, the emergence of n^dem, well^f inaaced party 
organizations, and the ascendance of elected politicians into foreim^st 
positions of po^er. 

Political scientists have recently begun to examine historical 
and contemporar>'^ evidence in such a way as to lend more credibility and 
sophistication to our knowledge about political parties and their significance 
in modernizing societies. Some scholars, for example, have proiMted ays tern-- 
alic investigations of party functions and party organizational structures. 
uLhors have made extensive analyses of voting behavior aiming various groups 
in tho electorate. iStill others have focused on the relationships between 
altx*ibutes and party systems » such as the extent of con^etitiveness , stability, 
liie riiUiiUcr of parties, etc. anU economic development, modernization, or 
historical experience. In this exercise , we will look at several analytical 
dimensions of political party systems and examine them within the context 
nf liiodeniization. 

An ii9pt>rtant distinguishing characteristic of party systems is the 
extent to which individual political parties must compete in order to win 
political offices. Ixi democratic societiesi for example, political parties 
must vie for the support of the electorate while in totalitarian or one- 
party systems electoral competition plays a minimal role. Initially, it 
will be useful to sec how competitiveness in party systems is distributed in 
our nanple of countries, r'or this purpose, tlie following table requires 
Lbut iou first classify the 116 nations according Co geographic area or 
region and then indicate the extent of competitiveness in the electoral 
systeiiu iiee Variable 1 ("Ueographic Location and Variable 29 (%'ompe ti tive- 
nfi58 of iiilectoral Sys4ein'') in the Codesheet. Then see the Appendix for each 
co^mtry's rttnkin(% (Note t Do not include countries ranked as "ambi^ous" 
or "ujiasc<«rtainod . ) 
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fable 1 

Region Country Coametitive Partially cotagetitive Noti'-coflaietitiye 



c 



IMe 1 (conH.) 

geaion Country Cofl«»titive gftrtiRlly conoetitive No^-cotyetitivc 



\ 
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Suamtrlse at iuccinctly nm possibl* your findingB in Tabl« 



Whaty if any characteristics t other than geogri^hie region, do those 
coufitries share which are Bwst coa^titive? least cogpetitiye ? 



Prominent smoag some students' classifications of |iarty systems is 
nufaber of parties competing for political office. Hiintiikgton« for ezas^le, 
after tracing the historical phases of party development in tabular fashion , 
illustrates the relationships between the ntuober of parties in a system and 
other cUoractcristies (party strength, party stability* military coupa» and 
level of literacy). 

Complete Table 2 ufiing the data from Table 1, and, for the smie cot^tries, 
data from the Alppendix (Variable 41i Quantitative Party System) • 

Table 2 
Number of C&tintriefi 



Uae-party 

dominant 
party 

Titian titative 

Party one-aad-a 
System half party 

two party 

multi- 
party 



Non-competitive Partially conjpetitive Competitive 
Competitiveness of i^lectoral System 
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Dased on your £indiii4S» in Tabic 2, caansarise the r«lBtion»bip(») 
between cojBp«titivents» aad the nuaiber"of pmetiea in tlie gyntaa* , 



t 



Uow do you explain the absence of a simple, direct relation betweia the 

two indiftftf.ftgs ? 



^ Uuntington offers the hypothesis that party atrewgth is closely related 
to the number of partiee in a system, but only after "controlling" for the 
levul of tnodemizatioa * 

What does it mean to "control*' for a third variable (in thio case, the 
l»'vt»l of nodcmization)? 



1 



What indicators would you use to distinguish countries with respect to 
;i) levels of modernization? b) pasty strength?,, ^ 



1 



Describe the niocodiire you would follow in order to test Huntington's 
hypothuf is, . . . — - 



fhc Military and foliticai 0evelo{n»nt 



S. E. Finer, The iton on H orsftbaek t The Bole of ^ Mil xt wry in 
Politics (iew York* Fraeger, 19^J7 Chapters 1 and 7. 

Morris Jonowitz, The Military iR the Political DevolopiBeiit of New 
Nations (Chicugot University of Chicago Press, 1984), Chaptera 
i and 2« 

David itepoport, "A Coniiarative Xheory of Military and Political Types, 
in Saisuel P. Huntington (ed.)> Ct»»Pgi»>g Patterna of liilitsry 
Politics (GlencQO, Ill.i The Free Press, IQGO). 

Williasa ikitteridge, Military Inatitutiona and Power in the Ne* States 
(London I Pall Mall Press, 1964) Chapters i, 8 and 10. 

Suggested leading t 

John J. Johnson, fhe BI ^ Military in Underdeveloped Countries 

(Princetons Princeton Utoiversity Preas, 1862). 
Edwin Lieiwen, Aros and Politics in Latin America. Revised Wition 

(New Yorki Praeger, 1961). 
Arthur S. Banks and fiohert B. Textor, A Cross-Polity Survey (Cambridge 

Mass. I M.I.T. Press, 1003), Introductory Chapter. 



unc of the uKJsL interesting and perhaps most significant subjects in 
Lho sLuUy of political development is the relationship between the military 
or miizution aiid civilian political institutions. Two general questions are 
o;tc?n uskod with respect to the role of the military in political change. 
First, what political and eeonosjic characteristics of a developing nation 
facilitate the military's involvement in domestic politics? Second, what 
are the capacities of the military to supply effective leadership for a new 
nation's rapid economic development and social laoderaization? 

In this exercise we shall address ourselves t,o these tjueetions, but 
osiiy after h iving first broken them dovm into several more manageable 
questions, uur objective is to formulate hypotheses explaininc the relation 
ship between the uiilitary and certain measures of modernization that are 
su8ce!)tible to quantitative or statistical techniques. Since you will be 
asked not only to create several hypotheses but also test them and interpret 
your results, you will need to faecoise familiar with two kinds of method- 
ologirnl problems involved in such an analysis. First, we shall be moldng 
comparisons between a luriie number of countries. In order to make valid 
coEiparisons, one must be sure to select categories or units of analysis 
that are comparable or equivalent in each of the countries selected. If 



we were to compare the political influence oi' the miliidhi^jr in several countries, 
we muat first define the term ^milii^u^** in such a way that it identifies an 
organization performing the same function in each eoimtry* What may appear 
to be similar institutions, at first glance, often he quite diffex^nt in 
isore than one respecti military offioeirs zaay perform **civilian^ functions 
in some societies; police and para-mil ii^ary units may be engaged in **military" 
activities, etc* Althou|pi you will not he expected to become an "expert** 
in the task of differentiating military structures and fonetions from civilian 
onea, you shoulcl be i^are of the kinds of difficulties faced by scholars in 
their atten^ts to make these ii^ortanty but often subtle distinctions* 

i*his first methodological problem in GroBB--oultural studies is often 
referred to as the probl^ ef compar^ility* It is essentially the problem 
of defining variables in such a way that tiiiey have the sas^ generic s^aning 
in each culture. Xiie next step, then, is to determine the extent or degree 
to which that variable is **found** in each cultural setting* By measuring or 
scaling a variable we can coi^are several oifiturss in tenm of the relative 
(or sometimes absolute) aim»ur& of that varisble's presence in each cidture 
(e*[r^y high, medium, low, absent, etc*)* In attempting to compare the degree 
to which the military siay influence other political bodies, you first have 
to establish a scale or measurement of influence that clearly distinguishes 
betv/een different levels or degrees of influence* Otice we have ordered or 
ranked each country' with respect to military influence, for exarqile, we mi^ht 
then wisli to dsiermine the extent to which military inflt^nce is associated 
with another variable, say, level of economic development* By scaling 
variables in this manner^and our scales may often be quite simple --we are 
able to make fairly precise statements about the nature of relationship 
between tv/o or more variables, simply because we can apply techniques of 
ai«alysis that otUenrise could not be used* 
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in order to iw?coiue familiar with the models or typologies of the 
mil it^ri f used in cross-cultural studies, look at the suggested readings 
under the he ad in ji, ''military*** 



i'or each author, list and briefly describe his typolog}' of the military ♦ 



Alan§ vhmh dinensions i^es each author distinguish bttwtaii hie nilitary 
Bocietie3| what criteria doee he uso to differentiate bt±weao one 

*^tjpc^ aad anothar "t%^>e"? kr» ibege criteriai or standards of eoai^arisoni 
made explicit ? 



Since most of these models of military-^civilian societies attempt » in 
onci way or another^ to compare the nature or degree of influence the military' 
exercises in political decision-malcingy it might be helpful to distinguish 
between each author^s definition of ^*influencc" or, perhapSi ^^participation 
in politics*" 

How does each author define^ or seem to define , the tena "influence"? 
^'Pi>litical participation"? ^^.....^...^....^.-^ 



What observable forius do these authors suggest "influence" may take? 



Since oiu' objective is to examine some relationships between military 
participation in politics .aid certain indicators of modernization^ you should 
review tiie readings that deal specifically with questrions of this natiire. You 
inigiit asSi^ yourself s How is the level of political development associated with 
military participation in domestic politics? ^To what extent might the wilitar; 
dehave iif f«rently in ois imderdeveloped country? Kfhat measures of political 
or cconoiTjie devolopiient appear to be uiost appropriate in such an analysis? 



WhAt hypotlMMi would you soggett to oxplAiii th« rolatioaahip b«tweta 
tii« de gryg of isKilitary itftftieApfttioii in dowtttie politio andt 

the l«trtl of oeonoaie dtyelopBieiity 



the levol of political culturot (Soo Finer 



the strength of civiliiui political inatitutionsf €ug«f political 
partiea, the legielative braochp executive branch, interest groupai etc*? 



1. Check the cor^ebook vhich explains the manner in which political 
and economic v&riables are acaled and codedf 

2* He-exairaine your hypotheses and determine vhich variables — from 
the list of these available in the codebook-^you wi^h to u»e in 
defining your terms. 

You are now asked to test these hypotheses using data from 70 countries < 
In order to do this you should follow either of the two following procedures 
(selected by your instructor)! 



Up t ion One 

Ptrconiage- couQ>ari80ii and analysis of data provided, the 
printout which ^ou received for the assigocient on social-economic 
correlates of political development. 

i» Check the codebook which es^laino the manner in which the variables 
have been scaled and coded* 

2. fie-exaiDiac your hypotheses and determine ^hich variablee-^froi:! the 
list of these available in the codebook — you wish to use in defininfr 
\oiir terms* 

3. iie-i^xaniiae your is^potheses and state thesa in bivariate forotf i«c«| 
conrpore only two variables or sets of variables. For examplci the 
relutiuusUip between military participation and economic development 
might be examined* 

4# Re-uxumine your hypotheses and state theis in such a fashion that the 
direction of association (positive or negative) is clear. For example, 
"the level of economic development is negatively aasociated with J4ie 
decree of military participation.'' Also specify the deicree of 
association expected, "stronji," '*weak," etc. 

5, Working With your selected variables and your country based data froia 
the computer printout construct two tables which present the frequency 
distributions and percentages* 



^0 



Table 1 
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How well did your hypothesea "meet the test?' 



How would you restate your hypotfaeens on the basis of these findings 
and I perhaps f soe^ second thoughts? 



Itfhot difficulties did you face in formulating your hypotheses with 
Inspect to the nature uf the vajLuables, i#e«, their precisioni clarity, or 
general util ity and significance? 
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Option Two 
Statieticol Aaalysls 



Im Check the codebook which explains the monuer in which the variables 
have been scaled oad coded. 

2« iie-^examine your hypotheses and determine idiich variables — from the 
list of these available in the codebook**-«*you wish to use in defining 
your terms. 

3. Be*-exaaiine yoiu* hypotheses and state them in bivariate fono^ i.e., 
compare only two variables 9 or sets of variables. For exasple^ the 
relationship between military participation and economic development 
might be examined* 

4. B^-exumiue your hypotheses and state them in such a fashion that the 
direction of association (positive or negative) is clear. For exaiaple, 
**the level of economic develop^nt is ne<^atively associated with the 
de^jret' of niilitary participation." Also specify the def!:ree of association 
expected, "stron{i," ''weakp" etc. 

5. Head carefully the accoitipanying reading on rank correlation methods, 
and especially Kendall *s Tau-^eta. 

60 Pick up a set of data punch cards and the particular statistical 

progrryn that has been su^jgested* This is referred to as an analysis 
deck. 

7. Locate the variables you wish to use on the appropriate colurais of 
the punch cards. Make a list of these coluians. You will need this 
list when the programmer consultant helps you set up your particular 
program. (Ordinarily, you will singly select the standard computer 
library routine which includes non-par aiae trie statistics like Kendall's 
Tau-Beta.) ry|>icaliyi you are asked to submit control cards for the 
routine you select* 

With the assistance of the prograraser consultant, make up your **state- 
men^'* telling the computer exactly what operations to performs 

9. Submit your completed analysis deck to the computer center. Pick 
up the analysis deck and printout when ready. 

10. i:*xai!iine thv printout sheet c arefully to see whether it performed 
correctly the operations you specified. The progrofmiier ^^^^y assist 
you in interpreting the printout if you have trouble. 
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Kftttdall't tm&-lieta in a flMaaar* of tSui d«grc« of Msoeiatioa or 
correlation betvocn tvo rank ordered variaiilea. Let ua start wi^ a aii^le 
exaaplty Sappooe we vanted to ■aaaure tSM degree of asaoeiation between 
ooor^ grades in political acienee and couraa fradea in aatliiaatlee. We 
knotr.that five atodenta reeeived the folloviac gradaai (Fbr tiM pt&riHiaee 
of thie illuatratioa, we will oae an unaaaaliy saall avtiiber of eaaes.) 

Grade Bank Grade Bank 

in in in in 

Stttdent Political Science Political Science teitJieiM»;tica ilathanatica 



Al 




c 


Ben 


C 




Don 


C-t- 


B 


m 


&- 


B4 


Sam 


fi 


A 



Coisplete the example by deteminiag each «tudeiit'8 rank ixa the Cs0iirtie8, 





Arranged in 


a different 


way, we 


havei 










Al 


Ben 


Son 




Sam 


liank 


iu Political Science 


2 


5 


4 


1 


3 


Hank 


in UatheBaticB 


5 


4 


3 


2 


1 



NoWf let ue aOB^are the r«nkt of each student with every other student. 
If the ranks are in the natural order (l,2,3s . . .IS) we will score this -»>i{ if 
not we 1^11 score this -l* Comparing ,A1 with i^n, for ezai^le, we see that 
Ben ^rank 5) ranks lower than Al (rank 2) in political science, but Ben (rank 4) 
ranks higher than Al (rank 5) in math. Thus we score the Al - Ben pair -fl in 
political science (2 and 5 are in a natural order) and -1 in math (5 end 4 are 
in descending order). Compering Al with Don we see that their ranks in 
political science are in the correct order (2 and 4) and their ranks in math 
are in the descending order (5 and 3). Continuing for all poasible pairs, 
we have the following indications of the relatire ranks of the students in 
each course when each stxident is- eoo^red with the others. 
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Foiitieftl Scienet ^MsSk Ordtr Orerftll 

Pair » Mak Ordgr Seowi ^ Score Scftr# 



Ai. a50B 


▲1 




^ A 




• 




«i 

"A 


At ^ Jkl^ ^-^''^ 




-1 


▼A 




♦1 


-1 


-I 




-1 


-1 




fieo - l:kS 


"1 


-i 


♦1 


tieo - Sam 


-1 


-1 


*1 


Don - M 


-1 


-1 


♦1 


Don Saa 


-1 


-i 


4l 




4-1 


-1 


-1 



N«t S^ore (s)s 



We are interested in meaauring the degree of oorrelatioa between 
ability in political science and «ath* Thus 9 we will need an overall 
meaaure of the extent to which rank eooree in political eeianca and rank 
acoree in math vary together* That ii, if two atndenta are rankad in the 
aaae order in both ai&bjacta (either 4l in both orp in both) their poaitione 
in the two eubjeeta are related. If the rank acorei jMve in oppoeite direotioni 
this would indicate lack of co«>Tariation or correlation. By ainply ffiultiplyins 
the political science imd nath rMik order scores in fable 3 we get a <f 1 if ^ 
they vary together x (^l) « -fi or (-1) x (-1) - ^1$ and it the pair 

is not related (rank s<^ores aoving in opposite directioni^ Perfona this 
multiplication in I'l^ljp^ to get the overall score. You should have 6 (4^1} 's 
and 4 (-l)*s in the ^vai^all score eoluan for a net score (5) of 42* 

Kt!ndall*s rsnk correlation (twi) is siji^lyi 

actual net score (s). 

( 

yaxiroai Possible Secure 

The Maxismm Possible Score (denominator) is the score we would have 
if the rank orders in both rows (viz courses) were exactly the same (perfect) 



comla^i«ixi II this vtr« tiM •Mil pair vocad get n oiWall scort 

of (Tber« eould b« no «cor«» aoriiif in oppo«it« directions if all 
ftt^^nts «er« ranksd tbt »mm in oseli ooorso*} Bow asay *i oTtrall scores 
wotild tliere be in this caset V* eaa find out hf siaqpljr cottniing tiie ntn^r 
of pairs, is any set of n people there are |s (s-i) ^lirs* (£f one person 
in a set of n pereons paired with e^ry other person in the set, there 
would be n-i pairs* If all n people were as pairedt there vfranld be n tiMss 
(u>l) pairs or n (n*i)* Sinoe we do net coa^are eaoh pair ^i6e«-«*for ezaaplet 
we do not eoapare Al with Ben and then Ben with Al— the n (n-l) eoabinations 
are divided in half. Verify by counting the nunber of pairs in fable 3.) 



Therefore! 



Mcndaii'fi tau 



In this caae 



S • 4Z1 n - 5 
thus tau 1 2 
10 



- .2 



In the eaee of aerfect rank ordering 0% bo^ ▼ariablea, S would equal 
^ (n-i). If 1^ (n-l) were aubatituted for S in the above foz»ila for tau, 
we can see that tau would equal 4-1. (Any aaouct divided by the aaae awinnt 
is equal to l.> Thus tau takes the value if there is perfect positive 
correlation (and -1 in the case of perfect negative correlation.)* 

In the case of eoo^letely random rank orderingi i^e., if the two rows 
of ranks had no relationship with each other there would be alK»ut ae aany 
negative (oppoeite pairs) contributions to the net score (s) as there would 
be positive contributions (covariant pairs). In this situation, the net 
score (s) would be zero or close to it and thus^H^ would be close to aero. 
Thus, v&luas of tmi close to zero woulH indicate little correlation. 

In the social sciences, correlations are seldow close to perfect so 
valuea of tan near 4-1 or ->i are rarely foond. ▲ tau of .5 or .6 (about 
halfv&y between zero and is considered quite high for social science 
data* 



*Kxaiuple of perfect negative correlation! 

rank in X 
rank in Y 



A B C D E 
1 2 3 4 5 
5 4 3 2 1 



£aeh pair would 
contribute a -i 
to the Overall 
Score. 
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lh» abova fomola i« rtalljr lfimdill*« t«tt>Hdpli«. K»a^all*« tau^batm 
is tHuiioAlly th« muw bot takes iato eonaidar&ttoii ti«c ia raokios** Su|^sa 
ve wflr« corral at ing two vari^blaa £ aaci Y wMch wars codtd aa fi^llowat 

Variable X Variabl^ Y 

!• Very intaraatad A|pree 

3« Sodoewiiat istereate^ 2# Depemla 

6. Not intereated 3. Diaaipree 

f 

Note that both variables (and their eodaa) are in a aatoral order (froa 
strong to weak iatareatf fr«» j^prae to dlaagrae)* fau-bet* eaanot be used 
with ▼ariablea that do not have an order im^rlyinf tlto oiaaaif ieations or 
codes. For exaa^le, the variable "religion** with elasaificationa Froteatant, 
Catholie, Je« haa no one diaeaaional mk&trlfh^ coatiattyni or ordering. ^ 

Siqipose ve took a fev oas^ (eaaea) froa the lab deck and ve found 
that individual A was eoded 1. on variable X and alee i. on variable Y{ 

individual B va« coded i* on variable S mid 2« on variable Y and ao forth 
as fol loves 



Table 4 





B 


C 


0 


E 


F 


G 


B 


















1. 


2. 


2. 


2. 


3. 


3. 


2 a 


3. 



The code categories aret in essence , ranks. Let us coa^iare pairs and 
aeorii then as ve did in the exai^le above. We aee that A ai^d 3 are tied ats 
variable X« There is no difference in rank and therefore «e sBore tiiis p&ir 
an zero. Continuing ve haves 



i^oik Ordsr Bank Order IHrvrsll 



Pair 


Scon 


Seor« 


Seore 


AB 


0 


♦i 


0 


AC 


0 


41 


0 


AD 


^1 


♦1 


♦1 


A£ 


♦1 


♦1 


♦1 


AF 


+1 


♦1 


•fl 


AG 


+1 


4>1 


4-1 




4-1 


4l 


4>1 


BC 


0 


0 


0 


BD 




0 


0 


BE 


4-1 


♦1 


4>1 


BF 


♦1 


*X 


4-1 


BG 




0 


0 


BH 


+1 


<fl 


4-1 


CD 


•i-l 


0 


0 




+1 


4-1 


♦1 


CF 


■fl 


4-1 


4>1 


CG 


4-1 


0 


0 


CH 


4-1 


4-1 


4l 


DK 


0 


4-1 


0 


DF 


0 


4-1 


0 






Q 




DH 


+1 


4-1 


4-i 




0 


0 


0 


m 


4l 


-1 


-1 


m 


+i 


0 


0 






-1 


-1 


FH 




0 


0 


GM 


0 


4^1 


0 
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Coaqputc tlie overall seer* i& TaU* S» (S slioiad b« 12 - 2 « iO), 
Note tbAt s«ro tiaic &n^»«r is s«ro« Thu« ta pairi i^»r« tSimrB 

f«et MEit !i« takm into e«i«id«nitioii is ooipaiiiig tlw d«taiS«or of t«i. 
If ties cannot etmtrilmta to tbe S aaor«t wo aoat aa^traet tbt total anater 
of ties in each rariabio • f roa tSm Mayfw Basaibla Seora ao tan can aebioTo 
a ralna of <«>1 if tro bava porf set ordaricf • 



Thus I 



Tstt-bets 



/2E n (a-1) - ^ a (n-l) - # 



vhere T • Btyaber of pairs tied on ▼ariablo X 
U m au^r of vaira tied on variable Y 

If you are vonderiag vhere tbo siiiisre root oaae fnm, note that it^ there were 
no ties we would hare 



Tan - 



S 



a (n-1) - # iJ n (n-l) - 



^ a (n-lj7 



3 



i n (n-1) 



Cosamtntioa of T«a-beta for Cross Tabulations • 

Let OS arrange the data in Table 4 into a cross- tabulation table, • Inside 
the tsblo we will desijpiate the indiwidnala oecupying the cells so that you can 
see exactly how the rearrangeaent took place* 



1. 

3. 
5. 



Table 6 
Variable Y 

A B,C 
0 
G 



3. 
H 



We can coB^ute the S ecore with the data in this vay. For example , 
looking at the upper left hand eell» (in whioh we find A), we note that B 
and C are in the same row (rank) and thus should contribute nothing to the 
S score when eoiq>arsd with A« ^w rer, f>, E and F, G, which are below 
A and to the right, all hare higher rsnki than A on both Tariablee. A, 
paired with each of these y would add -^i to the S score. Thus, A times the 




Coopttte th« OTtrall seort in fablt &• (S chooid b« IS - 2 « 10)* 
Note tiuit s«ro ttes toy ntadwr is ctro* ISins in nil unira wh«r« thgye ayg 
tiga on githT or both Tf inliltn natldtog i» ndtod ^ tht S seer* * lliin 
fnet BRuit !>• tnkaa into c«ui:U«rntiott in eoapntinf tlui doiwitintor of t«a. 
If tiei cannot eontrilmto to ^ S aooro, n anct •vbtraei y» total nnalMr 
of tios in oneli Tariablo fr» iSm Iterim voaniblt Seoro no ten ean nehioTo 
a valttt of 4l if v» hsra porf act ordari^^i^ 

Thou I Tau-iMta ■« . ^^^j^^^^^^^^^i^^^^^^^ 

\/jSn (n-l) -#^n (n-l) 

wh«re T « nuabar of paira tiad an Tariabla X 
U » maaiMV of vaira tiad on Tariabla Y 

If yon ara vonderixig vhara tha aquara root oaae f roiif noto that tt^ tliera wera 
ao ti«» w« would h«ra 




S 

i a (n-i) 



Coffigtttatioa of T»^"beta for Croag Tabnlatioaa 

Let OS arrange the data in Table 4 into a oroas- tabulation table. Inside 
the table we will daiignata the indiridoala oeen^ing the ealla ao that you can 
see exactly how the raarraogemnt took place* 

Table 6 



X 

9 
1-4 

JO 
t» 
•H 

I 



1, 

3. 
5, 



Variable Y 
2^ 

D 

6 



3, 
H 



We can eoi^ute the S score with the data in this way. For example , 
looking at the upper left hand cell, (in which we find we note that B 
and C are in the eame row (rank) and thus should contribute nothing to the 
S score when conpared with A. Bowever, J>, £ and G, which are below 
A and to the ri|£htt all have higher ranks than A on bo-Ui Tariablas. A, 
paired with each of thesci would add +1 to the S score. Thoa, A times the 



\ 



nu&sb«r of CMftft b«Xow it and to ths right giria ft jpositir* eontribution to 
the S tcoro* To oontin^t ^ ^nd C tiod oa the X ▼•ri«lil«t with those 
directly belov (D end &)• MovoTorf both B asid C h«rc hi|^r raalo* on both 
variables than F and H* Thus B tiaea E, F and H plua C tiaea £« F, and 
H adds to the S acore* (Yon say want to ebaek theae ooidtinatione with the 
original eoaQ)at«tiona of the S aoore for thaae data in fable 5«) In general 
we can aay that if we look at may giTen ealli all eaaea below it and to the 
right contribute poaitively to S| we would noltiply the nuaber of eaaei in 
the given coll by the total auaber of eaaea in the given cell the total 
ntinber of eaeea below and to the right to 6<»piite positive eontributiooa to 
the S score* We oan also show that all eaaes below and t£ left of a 
given cell are in the incorrect or deseending o^er and thna wonld contribute 
negatively to the S score. Thus, if we look at the cell in which we find £ 
and F, we note that G (below and to the left) haa a lower rank om both 
variables* These two paira {&i and F&} would centribnte two (-i)'s to the 
S score. (Again, you may want to check theae paira and their scores with 
the original coi^ntations in Table 5«) 

We have already noted that B and C are tied with S and G on the Y 
variable. This me una that there are 6 pairs of ties in this instance (BC, 
BD, BG, CD, CO, and OG)* You may wish to refer back to this exaa^lc when 

we confute the denominator of tau~beta« 



Table 6a 

(Table 6 with number of ca&ea in cells) 
Variable Y 



*• 1 

«3 ^ 

•ft »>• 

^ 5 



It 


2, 


3. 




1 


2 


0 


S 


0 


1 


2 


3 


0 


1 


1 


2 


1 


4 


3 


8 



0 iadicates no 
cases 



Wc wili now cos^^ute S by looking at each cell across each row and score 
according to the rules outlined above t 

Positive contributions to S (each cell times those cases below and to the right) i 
l(l^2 + l*l)+2 ♦ LC 4^ 0 (Ul) ♦ 1 (i) + LC 

(Last row is not used since no cmss can be below it*) 

Negative contributions to S (each cell tiiaes those cases below and to the left)s 
PC ^ 2 (0 ♦ 0) 4- 0 (O ♦ 1 ♦ 0 1- 1) -I- PC + 1 (0) 4-2 (0 + 



4 



02 



4 



**LC" indioAtea that oella in ths Itmt eoltun an not ostd to eoi^utft 
|K>oitive Goatriliations to S since ttiero can be no cues to the rij^t. 

"ft;" iudientes that cells in the first eolum are not used to coi^ute 
negative contributions to S since there can be no eases to ^ left* 

P m PositiTe contrilmtions to S i (s) 4 2 (3) 4> 0 i « i2 

Q m Negative oontribntioas toS«04>0'«>04-2-i2 

The denominator of tait-beta isf 



V n (n-1^ - # ^ n (n-l) - V/ 
where T - ntuaber of pairs of ties on Tariahle X 

We have already noted that the nuadwr of pairs in a set of n persons is i n 
(n-1). Thus, 

T a ^ t (t - 1) where t - niu^r in each set of people 

tied on a categor;^ of X. 

In the above exaa^ile (Table 6a) there is & set of 3 tied on category 1, 
of variable X| a set of 3 people tied on category 3.| and a vet of 2 tied on 
category 5. thus there are, 

i 3 (3-1) 4. I 3 (3-1) 4-^ 2 (2-1) pairs of ties on variable X. 

Siioiiarly, U - ^ a (u -l) where u - noffiber in each set of people tied 

on a category of Y* 

Ifi this case u I 1 (1-1) 4-^4 (4-1) + i 3 (3-1) 

1 = 3*3 + 1- 7 

You may wish to verify this by oounting the zeros in the variable X and 
variable Y rank order scores in Table 6« 

Finally, 

tau-beta ■ S 

^ n (n-1) - T7^n (n-l) - ^ 

10 



^ 8 (8-1) - 2/ 3 ^ (s-i) - »7 

10 

(21) (19) 
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If tvo eroBS-tabttX«t«d T«riftblts ar* {»erft«tly eorrelatedt «1I CMti 
would have the suw rrnka in e«eii rariftble and tkum all eaaet would fall 
along the diagonal of the table. For cxas^le, 




3 



3 



0 



In the event of perfect eorrelatioa we would tove perfect predictability | 
knowing eoaeone waa coded 1. on variable X would laeaa that we would know he 
waa coded 1. on variable Y and so forth. 

It ahould be noted that given the number of eaaaa in each category f 
that is, given the sarginal distributions of variable X ai^ Y in Table 6a, 
we eaonot possibly achieve a 4-1 tan-beta since all cases cannot be put on 
the diagonal and atill add correctly to give the auurginal totals. In other 
words, we are ooas trained by the distribution of cases in the oatagories of 
the vari&bles we are correlating. For earaa^le, the closest we could coae to 
a perfect correlation given ^4te siargiaal totals in Table 6a is as followai 

Variable Y 









la 


r- f 

J2 


3. 






5e 




> 




14 3 

(Table 6a with cases arranged as close to principle diagonal as posoible 
given the marginal totals.) 

This arrangement would givei 

P - 1 (2 ^- 1 + 2) + 2 (i 4- 2) + 2 (2) 

-5+6-^4 - 15 

There would be no negative contribution to S with this arrangewsiti. 
The denominator of tau-beta would be the saise as that just coo^uted, Thua, 
tau-beta for this arrfangeioent which is as close to perfect as we can get ist 



15 



19.9 



.75 



XI-19 

How well did your )typoth«s«a '*aBtt tht ttat" ? 
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Hav would you resimte your l^o^esei on the basis of tho findings aud^i^ 
perhapfiy somo second thoughts ? 



What difficulties did you face in formulating your hypotheses vith 

s esp^ct to I 

the nature of the variables | i.e*^ their precisioui clarity ^ or 
general utility and significance? 



tb* atAtiftical ttcJmiqut «pplitdt 




Aaaignx&ent XII 
The Military and Political Development 



PABT 2 

in Part 1 of this exercise, we were interested i primarily « in the 
relationships between certain political and economic characteristics and 
military participation in politics* We discovered the fact that military 
participation in politics is a phenomenon both difficult to o perational ize 
and difficult to explain in terms of oar sisqple political sad economic 
correlates. Perhaps r ^ further research is carried out^and the tools of 
analysis refined — we shall be able to explain with greater precision the 
extent to which military participation is related to different levels of 
developments 

In this exercise t we shall look at the consequences f rather than the 
causes, of military intervention in doiMStie polities # Ws are interested 
in such questions asi What role does the military play in the political and 
economic development of countries in which it is a politically powerful ^ if 
not rulingi institution? Uhd^r what circumstances may ihe military become 
a .itive developmental force in modernization? What characteristics of 
military organization seem to affect its attitudes and behavior towards 
modernization? 

First, we might attempt to classify internal characteristics of 
military organizations that ^pear to be related to the political behavior 
and attitudes of military elites* We may begin by drawing a single 
trichotomous scheme which distinguishes these characteristics to the extent 
they have different implications for development. 

In the chart belowy indicat:^ which internal characteristics of the 
military may be associated with a positive orientation towards economic and 
political development; then indicate those associated with a nej^ative 
orientation; finally^ indicate which characteristics are clearly related 
to neither* You may either use the characteristics listed below or those 
suggested by your authors. In any easst be sure to briefly, but clearly, 
explain each one» 
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XI 1-2 





Positively Belated 


Negatively Belated 
to MocierBisavMxi 


Eeiatienship 


. Urgftnizational 








Characteristics 








of the 








Military* 




/ 





^For exaioplei organizational goals i comoaxid of certain reeotirceSf skills and 
training; recrniiment policies} ideolog)^ (professional and political); organ**- 
izational cohesion* 



Although the military may also be the ruling elite aS| for example , in 
Egypt t Pakistan^ etc., or aay dominate domestic politics ae, for exan^lef in 
Burmai Indonesia, etc., the policies they support with respect to modernization 
are often quite dissimilar* For each of these four countries, evaluate the 
degree to which it has supported, or si^ipressed, social, political, and 
economic change* (Since we have no readily quantifiable indicators of ^support** 
or ^suppression^* with regard to public policies for these countries, your 
answers will be somewhat impressionistic*) 
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Social Chaxigea 
Supported or Sunpreaaed 


Political Chaagea 
Sttpportod or Supprosaed 


Ecoaoaie Change i 
Supported or Suppreaaed 


iSgypt 








Pakietan 








Burma 






- 


Indonesia 









J 

From the infomation you have gathered for the itinx eotmtries (above )» how 
would you rank each of these countriei on a ceale froa oae to four, with "one** 
representing the country support inp t he i i wst change in each sector, and "four" 
the least. 



Social Chang e Pol itieal Chan g e Economic Change 

1. 
2. 
3. 
4. 



xn-4 



Assuming aoacoae else wtre te rank the eoimtries on the buis of 
inforsation {irovidod in your tablet do yon think be would arrive at euctly 
the aane rankings? Why, or why not ? 



If you were to extend this analjrais so that it included a irery large 
nuadiier of countries , say, Nf which you intended to rank froa one to N alons 
the saae diMnsions as you did above » what seasures of change , in all three 
sectors t would you use? Could you use tiieae s^aaures in bXI th^ countries? 
Are they quantifiable ? 



What kinds of theoretical and methodological problems might you encounter 
attes^ting to determine the actual nature of public policy preferences of 
political elites? That is, how would you define ^public policy?'* How would 
you evaluate ^preferences? ^ 
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Appendix A* 



Fart I 



The Code Sheet 



Variable Is 



Geographic Loeation (scaled 
in teras of di»taace froa US) 



0. 
1. 
2. 
3. 

4. 
5. 
«• 
7. 
8. 
d. 



North Aa^rica 

Caribbean & Central Inerica 
South America 
Weat Europe & Scandinavia 
l«:a«t iiurope 

Middle East & North Africa 
Central & South Africa 
Jb^t Asia 
South Asia 

Southeast Asia & Australia 



Variable 2 « Siae (in square 
kiloiaeters) 

1. uver 20 million 

2. 7.5 - 20 million 

3. 2 ~ 7,4 million 

4. .75-1.9 million 

5. 250 - 749 thousand 

6. 75 - 249 thousand 

7. 30 - 74 thousand 

8. 10-29 thousand 

9. Under 10 thotxaand 

Sources Bussett et al. Table 40 



Variable '6 % Total Population, 1961 

1. Over 300 million 

2. 70 - 300 million 

3. 30 - 69 million 

4. 20 - 29 million 

5. 10 - 19 million 

6. 6-9 million 

7. 3.6 - 5.9 million 

8. 2.0 - 3.4 million 

9. Under 2 million 

Source; Uussett et al. Table 1 



Variable 4 t Population Density (per aq« 
kilometer) 

0. Over 500 

1. 250 - 500 

2. 150 - 249 

3. lOe - 149 

4. 70 - 99 

5. 50-09 

6. 30 - 49 

7. 15 - 29 

8. 10 - 14 

9. Ikder 10 

Sources Bussett et al. Table 41 



VariiOile 5i 



Population Growth Rate (1958- 

1961) 



0. Over 10^ 

1. 4 - 10^ 

2. 3.6 - 

3. 3.0 - 3.4^ 

4. 2.5 - 2.9^ 

5. 2.0 - 2.4^ 

6. 1.5 - 1.9^ 

7. i.O - 1.4Jt 

8. .5 - .9^ 

9. Uuder .5^ 

Source I Hussett et al. Table 8 



Variable 6 t Urbanizatiou population in 
cities over 20 thousand) 

0. Over 75% 

1. 60 - 74% 

2. 45 - 59^ 

3. 35 - 44^ 

4. 32 - 35^ 

5. 25 - 31^ 

6. 16 - 24j6 
7» 10 - 14% 
8. 5 - 9.9% 



9. Ibder 5^ 

Source f Bussett et al. Table 9 

*Tbe data deck listed in Appendix A vas adapted from data organized by the Societal 
Archives System Project » Department of Anthropology, University of Minnesota. 
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XI 1 1-5 



Baaed on the iafonaation in th^ first two tables 9 ac well M on your 
reading, ^list several i^otheaee that relate the degree of military influence 
on dosoestic politics with public policy consequences. 



Vftriftble 7 i Agricultural Population ($1 
labor foree «s^loyed in 
agriculture) 



0. 


Over 


90^ 


1. 


80 - 


89;^ 


2 • 


70 - 


79^ 


3. 


00 - 


69^ 


4. 


50 - 


59)i 


5. 


40 - 


49^ 


6. 


30 - 


39^ 


7. 


20 - 


29^ 


8. 


10 - 




9. 


Under 10^ 



Source; fiussett et al« Table 50 
Variable tfi Gross National Product , 1967 



0. 


Over 


250 billion 


1. 


50 - 


250 billion 


2. 


25 - 


49 billion 


3. 


10 - 


24 billion 


4, 


5 - 


9.9 billion 


5. 


2.6 


- 4.9 billion 


U, 


1 - 


2.4 billion 


7. 


500 


- 999 million 


8. 


250 


- 499 million 


9. 


Under 250 million 



Source I KuBsett et al. Table 43 



Variable 9 i Gross National Fi*oduct per 
capita, 1957 

0. Over 02,000 

1. tflOOO - 2000 

2. $600 " 999 

3. 1400 - 499 

4. $300 - 399 

5. $200 - 299 

6. $100 - 199 

7. «75 - 99 

8. g50 - 74 

9. Under $50 

Sources Hussett et al. Table 44 



Variable 11 1 EeoooKio DeTolopiMnt 

2* Devaloped 

3* Aabiguous 

5« InterB»diat« 

7« IMdtnievtloped 

9. Very Undtrdeveloped 

Variable 12 i Literacy Bate 

0. Over 00^ 

1. 80 - 89^ 

2. 70 - 7»Jfc 

3. 00 - 60^ 

4. 60 - 59^ 

5. 40 - 49^ 

6. 30 - 39J6 

7. 20 - 29^ 

8. 10 - 19^ 

9. Uider 10^ 

Sources Hussett et al. Table 64 



Variable 13 i Freedom of the Press 



1. 


Complete 


4. 


Intermittent 


5. 


Uaascertained 


6. 


Uaasce r tainabl e 


7. 


Internally absent 


9. 


Internally and externally absent 


Variable 14 i Newspaper Circulation 




1000 population) 


0. 


Over 400 


1. 


300 > 399 


2. 


200 - 299 


3. 


100 - 199 


4. 


75 - 99 


5. 


50-74 


6. 


25-49 - 


7. 


10 - 24 


3. 


1-9 


9. 


Under 1 



Sources Hossett et al. Table 31 



Variable IP s United Nations financial 
Status 

1. Very High (lOjt or above of total) 
3. High {1.5 - 9.9Jfe) 
5. Medium (.25 - 1.5^) 
7. Low (.05 -.24jfe) 
9. Very Low (.04^) 



Variable 15 t aeligioa population 
Christiaa) 



Qm 


Over 99^ 


I* 


90 - 99)1 


2. 


80 ^ 89^ 

WW \J%F^ 


3. 


65 - 79JI 


4. 


50 - 64$( 


5. 


35 - 49^ 


6. 


20 - 34)6 


7, 


10 - 19^ 


8, 


1-9)1 


9. 


Uader 1)( 




Sources 



Worlds ark l^cyelopedia 

Variable 16 1 Beligious HoBwga&eity 

in predominant religion) 

1. Over 99;S 

2. 95 - 99^ 

3. 90 - 94^ 

4. 80 - 89^ 

5. 65 - 79J4 

6. 50-64^ 

7. 40 - 49^ 

8. 25 - 30^ 

9. Iteder 25^ 

Sources I Rujasett et al. Tables 73* 
74, 75 

1964 Infonoation Please 
Alioaaac 

Worldmark £kicyclopedia 



Variable 19 t Seta of I&dep«adenee 

1* Bafore 19tb Century 

3. 1800 - 1913 

7. 1914 * 1946 

9. After 1945 

Var labia 20 1 Waatemitation 

!• Hiatorieally Wcatam nation 

3. Significantly Waateraized (no colony) 

4. Sigaif ieaatly Wattamized (eolonv) 
6« Partially Waatamiaad (no eolony) 
7, Partially Wee tern ixed (eolony) 

9« Non-Weat«mised 

Variable 21 t Foraer Colonial Baler 

0. Non-Boropeaa 

1. Belgiuffl, Italy, IMited States, Portugal, 
Netherlands 

2. Spain 

3. Prance 

4. Bagland 
9* None 

Variable 22 » Politieal ktoderaizationt 
Historical Type 

1. Early Kuropean or early European derived 

3. Later European or later £hiropean derived 

4« NoQ-European autochthonous 

7« Developed tutelary 

9, Ibderdeveloped tutelary 



Variable 17j 
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ilacial Uomogeneity^(^ of 
predominant racial back- 
ground) 



Variable 23 t 



3. UoznogeneonB (over 90^) 

4 a Ambiguous 

5a Unascertained 

7. Heterogeneous (under 90)() 



Variable 18 1 



Linguistic Homogeneity (^ 
qI population speaking 
predominant language) 



1. 


ihrer 


99;^ 


2. 


90 - 


99^ 


3. 


80 - 


&9% 


4. 


70 - 


79^ 


5. 


60 - 


69jk 


0, 


50 - 


59^ 


7. 


40 - 


49jl^ 


8. 


30 - 


39^ 


9. 


IMder 30;» 



Sources itusa^tt et al* fabl^e 39 



Political Uodemizationt 
Periodization 



1 a Advanced 

3 a ilid- trans it ional 

7. Early Transitional 

g » Pre- trans it ional 

Variable 24 z Ideological Orientation of 
the Government 

!• Doctrinal 

3 a Devel opmental 

4. Ambiguous (but tending towards 1 or 3) 

&• Situational 

6* Ambiguous (but tending towards 7 or 9) 

7a Conventional 

9. Traditional 



Variable 25 i Syttea Style or (itobili- 
satiosi of Besourcas) 

1« Itobilized 

3. Partially liobilised 

4« Ambiguous 

6« Uhascertainable 

9« Noii*-aobilised 

Variable 26 1 Constitutional Status of 
Present Begixoe 

1 • Cons t i tut ional 

4« Ambiguous 

5 « UnasceVtained 

Qm IMaseertainable 

7* Authoritarian 

9m Totalitarian 

Variable 27 g Govenment Stability 

1* Generally stable since 1920 

3. Generally stable since 1945 

5« Ambiguous 

&• Unascertainable 

7« Moderately stable since 1945 

9, Unstable since 1945 

Variable 28 i Kepresentative Character 
of Current Regime 

1. Polyarchic (broadly representativf ) 

3« Iiimited polyarchic 

4* Ambiguous 

iim Unascertainable 

7* Pseudo**polyarchic (ineffective 
repreBentation) 

9. NoH'-poly archie (totally non- 
representative ) 

Variable 29 ; Competitiveness of Electoral 
System 

!• CoQ^etitiv^e 

4» Ambiguous 

5» Unascertained 

6* Partially coDi^etitive 

9* Non-cos^jetitive 
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Variable 30 t Frcedon of Group Opposition 

!• Cad oppose govsniffleat 

4, Csn orgsaise politically but not oppose 

5. Uaascertained 

3» Tolerated only infonaally astd outside 

polities 

7« j&Bbiguous 

8. None tolerated 

Variable 31 t Political fionogeneity 

1. High 

5. Medium 

6. Uaaseertained 

9. Low 

Variable 32 1 Se c t ional isa 



i. 


Extreme 


3. 


Affibiguous 


4. 


Moderate 


5, 


Unascertained 


9. 


Negligible 



Variable 33 i Interest Articulation by 

Asaociat ional Groups (trade 
unions t pressure groups) 

2. Significant 

3. Ambiguous 
5* Moderate 
7» Limited 

9« Negligible 

Variable 34 i Interest Articulation by 

Institutional Groups (e^g*^ 
l#^gislative blocs » military 
of fleers n bureaucratic 
departments) 

1» Very significant 
3# Significant': 
5« Moderate 
Qm Unascertained 
7« Limited 

Variable 35 s Interest Articulation by 

Non-Associational (Ascriptive 
Groups (e«g,y kinship^ ethnic 
religious groups) 

2s Significant 

6p Moderate 

7. Limited 

9s Negligible 



Variable 36 i 



Interest Artieul&tion by 
Atomio Grou|i8 (vis ia form 
of riots and deffionaUatioiia) 



1. Frequent 

2m Affibiguoiui 

3« Occasional 

5« Unaseertainable 

7a Jnfrsqusnt 

8« Unascertained 

9« Very infrequent 

Source! Tanter Table 22 for soae 

countries with missing data 



Variable 37 i Interest Articulation by 
Political Parties 

!• Significant 
4* Moderate 
6« Aabig:uoua 
ti« Uaascertained 
7 • Limited 
8« Negligible 
9* None 

Variable 38 i Interest Aggregation by 
Political Parties 

1« Significant 

3« Moderate 

4« uWbiguous 

3« Unascertained 

G. Unascertaiitablo 

?• Liioited 

8. Negligible 

9* None 



Variable 40 i Intertst Aggreg<^tion by 
Legislature 

1* Significant 

3* Itoderate 

4« Asbigmius 

&• Unascertained 

6, Liaited 

7« Negligible 

0# None 

Variabls 41 1 (Quantitative Party System 

1* ^ No parties 

2« Only one party 

3» One i^ty dominant 

4t Ambiguous 

5. Unascertained 

6« One party somewhat dominant 

7# Two-party 

9. Uulti-^party 

Variable 42 1 Qualitative Party System 
0* CoBBmnist 

1« Uass^based territorial & African 
transitional 

2« Regional or regional «*ethnic 

3« Coammnal and Ambiguous 

4* Corporative & Irrelevant 

5* Broadly i£gregative 

@« Class^riented & Latin Liberal- 
Conservative 

7 • Personal istie 

S . IMascertained 

9. Latin Social Revolutionary 



Variable 398 



6. 



jjiterest Aggregation by 
i^ecutive 



Im Significant 
3. Moderate 

Unascer tainabl e 
Unascertained^ 
7« Limited 
8« Ambiguous 
9« Negligible 



Variable 43 i Stability of Party System 

1* All significant parties stable 

2. No parties 

3« Ambiguous 

4* itoderately stable 

5« IMascertained 

9. All parties unstable or situational 

Variable 44 1 Personal ismo (tendency of 

political parties to cluster 
around personality factors) 

1 . Pronounced 

3# Irrelevant Omitted 

4. Moderate 

5« Unascertainable 

6« Unascertained 

9. Negligible 
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Variable 45 s Political L«ader»hip 
(Elitenefis) 

1. Elitist 

4. Moderate elitiat 

6. AsbiguouA 

iim Uuaacertained 

9« NoQ-elitist 

Variable 46 i Leadership Charisma 

1 • Pronounced 
3* itoderate 

4. Ambiguous 

6* Unaacertained 
tS« Unaseertainable 
9m Ntgligible 

Variable 47 i Vertical Power Distribution 
(Federal isia or Independence 
of Government Agencies) 

1« Effective federalism 
3* Limited federalism 

5. Formal federalism 

9, Formal and effective unitarism 

Variable 48 % Horizontal Power Distri** 
bution 

1* Significant (Three branches of 

govemioent effectively autonomous) 
2« Unascertained 
6« Limited 

9* Negligible (Complete dominance of one 
branch) 

Variable 49 > Le g is 1 at ive-Kxecut i ve 
Structure 

Om Parliamentary 

1 • Pari iamentary-Hepubl icon 

2# Commnist 

3 • Pari iamen tary-Eoy al is t 

4 • Pres ident ial -Pari iamentary 
5, Jiionarchieal-^Parl iamentary 
6* Unascertained 

7« Fresidential**Premieral (Communist) 

8« Presidential 

9* Monarchical 



Variable SO s Curr-^at Status of 
Legislature 

1. Fully Effective 

4. Partially Effective 

6« Unaaeertai&ed 

7« Largely Ineffective 

9. Wholly Ineffective 

Variable 51 1 Type of Legislature 

1. l&iieamiral 
5« Ihiaacertained 
9« Bicameral 

Variable 52 t Current Status of Executive 



1. 


Doainant 


3. 


IMaaeertaioabie 


4. 




5. 


Strong 


6. 


Asbigaoua 


9. 


Weak 



Variable 53 i Character of Bureaucracy 

!• Modem (or functional t rational) 
3« Semi-modem 
5« jtoibiguous 

6« Post-colonial transitional 
7« IkaacertaiBed 
9. 'Traditional 

Variable 54 i Political Participation of 
the Militar>' 

1 • Interventive 
4, Ambiguous 
5* Supportive 
9. Neutral 

Variable 65 i Political Role of the Police 

1« Significant 

3* Unascertained 

5* l&iascertainable 

9* Not significant 



tor 
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Type of Legal System 



0. 


Civil liaw 






1. 


Scaadist avian 


0, 


Iftider 10^ 


2, 


Mixed Civil-iadigenoas 


1« 


iO - 14^ 


3. 


Mixtures of civil t coBsmjn & indigenoiiB 


2. 


15 - 19^ 


4, 


CotBiu>n law 


3. 


20 - 24^ 


5. 


Coxnomiat 


4. 


26 - 29^ 


6. 


Mixed civil-Mosl in- indigenous 


5. 


30 - 34^ 


7. 


Mixed Civil-Muslia 


6. 


Over 35^ 


8. 


Mixture* of Moalia* consoon, indigenous 




Soureei 


9. 


Other 





Variable 60 i Youthfulneaa of population 

of population 5-14, 1965) 



Variable 57 1 Coaaunist Bloc {% vote for 
Goia&unist party) 

1. Ihrer 90;^ 

6. 20 - 29% or some ties with CoosBuniat 
goveruiaents 

7. iO - 19% or sli^t ties with ComBiunist 
governments 

9. Less than 10% 

Variable 68 < Military Expenditure (^um of 
a following two variablea) 

Military Personnel Expenditure on 
afi ^ of Population 
15-64 



Defense as % 
of CNP 



0. Over 5;^ 

1. 3,5% 

2. 2.3^ 

3. 1.2% 

4. 0.5 - .yy^ 

5. Uader ,b% 

Sources I 



0. 

1. 
2. 
3. 

4. 



Over 10% 
5 - 10^ 
3-5^ 
1 - 3% 
Under 1% 



Variable 59 j 



iUissett et air Tables 22 

& 23 

Woridm&rk Encyclopedia 

Technological I>evelopment 
(Factor based on several 
indices of technical & 
economic development) 

0. Less than 45 

1. 45-59 

2. 60 - 69 

3. 70 - 79 

4. 80 - 89 

5. 90 - 99 
t), 100 - 109 

7. 110 - 119 

8. 120 - 129 

9. Over 129 

Sources Herry (in uinsburg) 

Table VI 11-1 j figure 1 



Giaaburgf Table 7 and 
aecoaspanyiag figure 



Variable ^6i t Food Consunption, 1956 

0. Over 3500 calories / day / capita 

1. 3200 - 3500 

2. 2900 - 3199 

3. 2600 - 2899 

4. 2300 - 2599 

5. 2000 - 2299 

6. 1700 - 1999 

7. 1400 - 1699 

Sources Ginsburg Table 9 & 
accoi^anying figure 

Variable 62 s Prinacy in Urban Population 
{% of that population in the 
foiir largest eitiee which 
lives in the largest city) 

0. Under 30^ 

1. 30 - 39;^ 

2. 40 - 49^ 

3. 50 - b9% 

4. 80 - 69^ 

5. 70 - 7i% 

6. 80 - 89^ 

7. 90 - 99^ 



Sources s 



Variable 63s 



Ginsburg Table 12 & 
acco&^anying figure 
Worldmark Encyclopedia 
Encyclopedia Britoanica 

Energy Potential per Capita, 
1955 



ERIC 



0. Over 60 million kilowatt 
capita 

1. 40-59 

2. 20-39 

3. 10 - 19 

4. 5-9 

5. 2-4 

6. 1 - 1,9 

7. 0.5 - .09 

8. 0.1 - .49 

9. Under .1 



hours per 



Sources Ginsburg Table 
23 & accoQ^anying figure 



-8- 



Voriable &4» 



0. 

1. 

2. 
3. 
4, 
5. 
6. 
7. 
8. 
9. 



Intenftity of Railroad Use» 
1864 



Over 3.0 million freight ton-kilo- 
meters per railroad kilometer 
2.0 - 2.9 
1,50 - 1.99 
1.00 - 1.49 
,75 ~ .99 
.60 - .74 
.49 
.24 
.09 



,25 — 
.10 - 
,01 - 
0.0 



Source I Ginsburg Table 27 & 
acconpaaying figure 



Variable 67 t Trade Dependency on Bam 
Materials (viz as ^ of 
esEports) 1955 

« 

0. Over 99^ 

1. 95 - 99^ 

3. 85 - B9% 

4. SO - 84^ 

5. 70 - 79J6 

6. 50 - 69^ 

7. 30 - 49% 

8. 16 > 29^ 

9. Iiesfi than 15^ 

Source t Ginsburg Talkie 47 & 
aceos^aoying figixre 



Variable 65 1 irkiergy Coneim^ttion/Capita, 
1962 

0. Over 7500 

1. 5000 - 7499 

2. 2500 - 4999 

3. 1250 - 2499 

4. 750 ~ 1249 

5. 500 - 749 

6. 300 - 499 

7. 200 - 299 

8. 100 - 199 

9. Under 100 

Sources W Statistical Yearbook 



Variable 66 t Xnternational Trade Turnover 
(iuzports 4- luqtortM) / Capita, 
1955 



Variable mt 



Trade vith North Atlantic 
Countries-^orth America & 
West Europe, 1955-6 (as % 
of Total Trade) 



0. 


Over 99^ 


1. 


90 - 99% 


2. 


80 - 89^ 


3. 


70 - 79jt 


4. 


60 - 69^ 


5, 


50 - 59^ 


6. 


40 - 49^ 


7. 


30 - 39^ 


8. 


15 - 29^ 


9. 


Under 15^ 



0. 


Over $99 








1. 


#80 - 99 


0. 


Over 


67^ 


2. 


$60 - 79 


1. 


65 - 


66^ 


3. 


^40 - 5U 


2. 


63 - 


M% 


4. 


$30 - 39 


3. 


61 - 


62% 


5. 


$20 29 


4. 


59 - 


69% 


6. 


$10 - 19 


5, 


57 - 


58% 


7. 


$5-9 


6. 


55 - 


o6% 


8. 


$2-4 


7. 


63 - 


54 


9. 


Under |2 


8. 


51 - 


52^ 




Source J Ginsburg Table 46 & 


9. 


49 - 


50^ 



Source! GiBsbiirg Table 48 

Variable 69 1 Working Age Population (as 
% of total population) 



accoaqpanying figure 



Source! Russett et ale Table 
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9^ 



VariiUb>Ie 70 t Votes in National £Xeeti<mc 
(as ^ of Toting age popu- 
lation) various years ainoe 
1966 



Variable 73 t 



Population per (lOOO Uectaroa 
of) igrieultural Land 



0* 


Over 


99^ 


1. 


90 - 


99^ 


2. 


SO - 


89^ 


3. 


70 - 


79J& 


4, 


60 - 


69fk 


5. 


50 - 


59^ 


6. 


40 - 


49^ 


7. 


30 - 


39^ 


8. 


20 - 


Z9% 


0. 


Under 20% 



Sources Russett et &!• Table 24 
Worldsark £hcyclopedia 



Variable 71 i 



Azmual Growth Bate of 
Mkiergy Coneni^tion per 
Capita, 1959-62 



0. 


Over 8^ 


i. 


7.0 


- 7.9;^ 


2. 


6.0 


- 6,9)^ 


3. 


5.0 


- 5.95fc 


4. 


4.0 


- 4.9^4 


5. 


3.0 


- 3.9)4 


6. 


2.0 


- 2.9}i 


7. 


1.0 


- 1.9)4 


8. 


0.0 


~ 0.9^ 


9. 


Negative 



Sources UN Statistical Yearbook 

Variable 72 ; Deaths from Dotoestic Group 
Violence, 1950-61 (per one- 
mil lion popxilation) 

0. Over 1000 

1. 500 - 599 

2. 100 - 499 

3. 50 - 99 

4. 10 - .49 

5. 5-9 

6. 1-4 

7. 0.5 - .99 

8. .01 - .49 

9. None 

Sources t iUissett et al. Table 29 
Tauter Table 22 
Worldmark Encyclopedia 
Yearbook of £^cyclopedia 
BritaEsnica 



0* Over ISfCMK} 

1. 7500 - 16,000 

2. 5000 - 7499 

3. 2000 - 4999 

4. 1000 - 1999 

5. 750 - 999 

6. 500 - 749 

7. 250 - 499 

8. 100 - 249 

9. IMder 100 

SoTircet Busaett et al. Table 42 



Variable 74 s Students Enrolled in Higher 
Education (per 100,000 
population) 

0. Over 1600 

1. 1000 - 1499 

2. 760 - 999 

3. 500 - 749 

4. 300 - 499 
6. 100 - 299 

6. 75 - 99 

7. 50-74 

8. 13 - 49 

9. Uoder 25 

Sources t Bussett et al. Table 62 
Worldmark Gaeyclopedia 

Variable 75 8 Catholics (as % of 
population) 

0. Over 995^ 

1. 95 - 99> 

2. 90 - 94^ 

3. 80 - 89^ 

4. 60 - 79^ 

5. 40 - 59^ 

6. 20 - Z9^ 

7. 10 - 19J4 

8. 5-9^ 

9. IMder 5)4 

Sources t liusaett et al . Table 73 
Worldmark Encyclopedia 
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Vari^le 76 1 Uoslea* (sb ^ of population) Vwriablg 78 1 



0* 


Over 


!• 


90 - 90^ 

80 - 89> 


2, 




60 - 79)k 




40 - 50)6 


5. 


20 - 39)6 


6. 


10 ~ 19^ 


7. 


5-9^ 


8. 


1-4% 


9. 


IMder 1% 



Foreign Trftde (aa % of GNF 
Zi|>ort8 4 Esporta) 



Sources ibiss^t et al. Table 75 



Variable 77 » 



Annual Growth Bate of GNF 
per Capita, circa 1948-63 



1. Over T% 

2. 6 - 6.9% 

3. 5 - 5,9% 

4. 4 - 4.9;t 

5. 3 - 'S.9% 

6. 2 - 2.9^ 

7. 1 - 1.9;* ' 

8. 0.0 - 0.9^ 

9. Negative 

Sources I 



Variable 78 i 



Huasett et al. Table 45 
Worldmark Encyclopedia 
Yearbook of ^Dcyclopedia 
Britenaica 



liatio of Exports to la^orts^ 
1901 



0. 


Under 


.70 


1. 


.70 - 


.79 


2. 


.80 - 


•89 


3. 


.90 - 


.94 


4. 


.95 - 


.99 


5. 


1.00 


- 1.05 


6. 


1.06 


- l.iO 


7. 


1.11 


- 1.19 


8. 


1.20 


- 1.29 


9, 


Over 


1.30 



Soiirces: UN Statistical Yearbook 
Worldmark jQneyolopedia 



0. Over 100^ 

1. 80 - 99^ 

2. 70 - 79% 

3. 60 - Q9% 

4. 50 - b9% 
6. 40 - 48^ 
6. 30 - 39^ 
7« 20 - 29^ 

8. 10 - 19% 

9. IMdar 10^ 



$oureeas 



Variable 80s 



Bossett et al. Table 46 
Worldmark Ikicyelopedia 

Executive Stability, 1945-61 
(Kooiltor of Years Independent 
KojBber of Chief Executives ) 



1. 


17 




2. 


10 - 16 


3. 


8 - 


9 


4. 


5 - 


7 


5. 


4 - 


4*0 


6, 


3 - 


3.9 


7. 


2 - 


2.9 


8. 


1 - 


1.9 


9. 


IMder 1 



Variable 81 f 



1. 
2. 
3. 
4. 
5. 
6, 
7. 
8. 
9. 



Sources s ^issett et al. Table 30 
Worldaark Encyclopedia 
Yearbook of &ioyclopedia 
s Britannica ^ 

Clioate (Tes^ierate vs. 
Tropical. Coopiled as an 
overall weighted index fron 
Life Pictorial Atlas of the 
World with the following code 
used.) 

Humid Continental 

Marine 

Uountainous 

Subtropical Dry Suaoer 
Huaid Snbiropieal 
Seni-arid 

Tropical Wet and Dry 

Desert 

Tropical Wet 

Scureei Life Pictorial Atlas, p. 26-7 
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yariftble 82 1 Goveroaent Costs (m ^ of 
(3(^) - average of revenues 
and expenditures 



Variable 86 1 Ibited Nations Voting Bloe 



0. Coaanuist Bloe 

1. CoaaRiaist Bloe (non-tusber) 

2. Strong Neutralist Bloc 

3. Weak Neutral iat Bloc 

4* Non-aligned (non-oiesaber) 

S« Weak New African Bloc 

6« Strong New African Bloc 

7« Western Bloc (non-eefltlrar) 

8m Weak Western Bloe 

9. Strong Western Bloc 



0. Over 50^ 

1. 40 - 40^ 
2 . 30 - 39^ 

3. 25 - 29ji 

4. 20 - 24^ 

5. 15 - 19^ 

6. 10 - 14^ 

7. 5-9^ 

8. 0-4^ 



Source I Wrigley Table 6 



Sonrcest Worldmark Encyclopedia 



. Hussett et al* Tables 17 
& 18 



Variable 83 t Political Deveiopaent, 1940- 
60* 

2. Very Low 
3^ Low 

4. Low Uedium 

5« Uedium (low) | 

6. IfediuB (high) 

7. High aiediuiii 

8. High 

9* Very high 

Sources Cutrighty Figure 1 

♦lie fleets years for which country was 
ruled by an elected executive & a 
legislature cotspoaed of heterogeneous 
members. For exact definitions) see 
the Outright article. The code repre- 
sente the T-score of political develop- 
taent, Scoree of 2 & 3 were given to 
ex-colonial African countries. 

Variable 84 1 Consnunications Develo^i»nt 
(T-score based on newspc^r. 
mail & telephone operations) 

2. Very low 

3. Low 

4. Low medium 

5. Uedium 

6. High medium 

7. High 

8. Very high 

Source t Outright i Figure 1 




ERIC 



/ 



Part IX 
The Coded Prlntoat 



Part II of Appendix A csasiBts simply of tbe rocorded values for a country 
list rated in terns of each variable listed in t^e Code Sheet » part I, of Appendix A. 
The countries are listed in alpbal^tie&l order and the variables ara ordered froa 
1 to 85 beffinning in colusm 5. 
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Excerpts from Williaai FlanigAii md Edwin FogtloMUiy ^Fattersit of . 
Folitic&l Developcwnt and DtMcratisatiom A Quantitative 

In this paper wa propeae to a3»Miaa throui^ the uaa of variad quanti- 
tative aaeaaurea a central probles in political analyaiai tbe ralatiooabipa 
tlirougb tiae between aoeio««economie variablea on one hand and tvo baaie 
political variablea-^politieal develepmant and dtaweratisation, Intereat in 
Bueh relationabipa ia hardly novel • In thia paper , however 9 we introduce 
iMaaWea and indicea baaed on quantiltative data which have not previoualy 
been Used and which permit foraa of analyaia that could not etherwiae be 
applied* The atudiea of Deutaehf Bnaaetf Lipaet« Banka and faxtorp and othera 
have made plain the poaaibilitiea of e<u^arative quantitative analyaea* 
Almost without exception 9 however f theae ati^iea are croaa-aectional in 
focua rather than hiatorieal or longitudinal f that iOf they enploy data fro& 
the contemporary period to laaka coiQiarlaoaa awms unite at a |uwticular points 
in-time* But although many intereating problem! can be inveatigated through 
croaa-aectional analyaia tJbere are other ai^ificant problema ^Uiat can only 
be atudied through longitudinal or time«»aeriea analyaia* It ia thia neglected 
area of longitudinal quantitative analyaia that we ahall explore in the 
present study* ^ 

Fhe dearth of quantitative longitudinal atudiea dealing with auch 
obviously dynamic problea^ aa the patteraa of political developa^iit and 
democratization has undoubtedly l^en due leaa to any queation about the 
possible interest of auch atudiea than to the abaence of uaeable relevant 
data. The data we ahall uae have all been collected by tbe Minneaota 
Political Data Archive. 

Our main purpose is to examine relationahipa through time between 
three socio-economic variablea~»urbanixationi education ^ and econooiic 
development^and two basic political variable a«— political development and 
democrati^iation. The first problem is to find impropriate TOasures for 
each of tbe political variables. 



Folitical Developront i An Index of Governmental Fublications 

Although the concept of political developxaent is commonplace among 
students of conq^arative politics t there ia notable diaagreeaent concerning 
both the meaning of the concept and the indicea that are impropriate for 
measuring levels of development* It seemSf howevert 'Uiat one important 
aspect of political development ia the extent to which a government is able 
to adopt the varied and complex policiea that are demanded in every modem 
coanunity. This ability to adopt cosm^®^ policies we may term ^administrative 



Appendices B and C are adapted from material developed by William 
Flai^x^Qsi and Edwin Fogelmaoi Department of Political Science, IMiveraity of 
Minnesota* 



I 

capacity*^* A basic premiit in the analyaia of politieal davaloiMMmt i» that 
not all political ayata&s art equal in i^sdiiiatratiire capacii^i not all gaverzi*- 
oenta are equally able to. adopt the coaplex policxea that are dettaaded by 
influential participante* The adminiatrative capacity of a political ayntem 
depends on a number of conditions 9 including the introduction of appropriate 
institutional structures^ the presence of trained and ssitiimted ^rscmtteli 
and the availability of relevuit InforMtion on which poliey^eeisions can 
be baaed. The first two of these conditions have been discussed often by 
students of political developnent* k niisdier of typologies hare been 
constructed based on the institutional characteristics of political systems 
at different levels of developiPant« Although the institutional characteristics 
that are usually stressed in such typologies do not refer mrely to the 
administrative c^iiacity of a systesip soiae of these fbaractoristics have a 
direct connection with the relative ability of differont systaas to adopt 
eoi^lex policies* Howevert fr<»B the stsndpoint of quantitative aaalysis a 
fundamental difficulty with such typologies is that the institutional 
characteristics they emphasize are never iMasured quantitatively* It would 
be unwarranted to say that institutional characteristics cannot be measured 
quantitatively! but the fact remains that leading typologiats show little 
inclination toward quantitative measurement* 

Iht? most widely-used quantitative measures that bear on the adminis- 
trative capacity of different political systems concern government employment 
and govemii^nt revenues and expenditures* (^impilations of i^litical data 
regularly include figures on the nusiber of govems^nt ei^loyees as a percentage 
of population or as a percentage of work force 1 as well as figures on govern* 
ment revenues and expenditures as a percentage of CSfFf or on the ratio of 
different types of govemront expenditures* We ourselves have collected 
considerable data of this kind in historical depth* The difficulty heroi 
however f aside from very serious problems in f isuiing such data over long 
periods of timet is that the suit^ility of these measures as indications of 
administrative capacity is somewhat doubtful* Perhaps more elaborate measures 
of patterns of governxoent employment and esqpenditures would yield more 
satisfactory results < But more elaborate meabores are not yet available f and 
our own attempts to find the data for such measures have not been encouraging. 

In |ilace of the familiar measures of government etoploynient , revenue ^ 
and expenditures we suggest an alternative indicator of administrative 
capacity related to the availability within a politieal system of certain 
types of information* Specif icallyi we propose an Index of Governmental 
Publications based 00 the voluro and kinds of ih>1 icy ^relevant information 
that is published by the agencies of government * The underlying assumption 
is that the ability of a government to adopt cos^lex policies is indicated 
by the volume and kinds of information that the government collects and 
publishes* Three kinds of information were selected as a basis for 
constructing the Indexi census infozisiationi reports on trade end coismercei 
and government statistics* The volume «of these types of information that 
a government publishes through the years is taten as an indication of 
administrative capacity and a n^asure of political development. 

In consttnicting the index we counted the nimiber of serial census 
reports, trade and commercial reports, end statistical reports published 



by our 29 goTanuMiitc fro« 1800 to 1960 1 tlm mwbtr of iueh eoriftl publi- 
cations in every dtoAdo «aa totaled mm a score for each couatry ia eaeb 
decade* Ti^re are* however « certain lisitaticme to the data. In the first 
place y the sources for these data should be the govenusent publications 
themselves # Scores for each country should be cos^ted directly frOM the 
publications issued by govemjasntal agencies* Uafortuna^lyi our lisdted 
resources ii»uie this procedure ii^iossible* Ins^adf for the period 1800«-li^0 
we counted the volutse of serial govenusental publications held in all Ibited 
States libraries as reported in liist of Seriid Publicgtien of Iforeiia Govern* 
laents «id for the period 1620^1960 we counted the voIum of aerial g/o^Brn^ 
mental publications held in selected Mritiati libraries aa reported in the 
London Biblioigrapfey of the Social Steiences * The use of theae sources rather 
than the goveroMntal pu^licationa theaaelvee introdiicea certain biases into 
the data, although the eittent of theae biaaes is uneert»in* Probably the 
publications of non-Western govemneiits are umlerestiiiatedy but ssire generally 
we caxmot be sure that thil voluae ol publications for any coimtry is eoapletely 
accurate. For this reaaouy the ipfdez presented here is lesc reliiAle than we 
would like* We es^haeixet however » that the sources of data for a store 
reliable index are accessible* With racire tiiae aibi fmds the relevant govern*- 
ment publications can be examined directly t and a highly reliable indes can 
certainly be constructed* 

In the second place » the fact that data for the index were obtained 
from two separate sources posed the problem of combining the data into a 
single measure despite discrepancies in the figures reported in the two 
sources* To solve thii difficulty we obtained rm scores fyr imQ over* 
lapping decades (1010-1020) and on the basis of this overlap we fitted the 
more recent data from the London Biblio^aphy to the trend established from 
our main source t Serial Publications * A conversion ratio for each country 
was obtained by coxqiaring the two scores for the overlapping decades ^ and 
this ratio was used to extr^olate scores from 1930 to 1950* ^ 

In the third place, we limited ourselves only U» serial governmental 
publications rather than total governmental publicationat and we allowed a 
maximum score of 10 for ei^h serial publication in each decade even when the 
number of publications in the series was higher* Moreover, we took no account 
of differences in the &ize of publications in particular series; a aeries of 
pasphieta was counted equally with a series of voluminous toB»s* Ctee result 
of these decisions is to depress the score for the more developed countries* 
Agaiui direct perusal of the relevant publications would enable us to construct 
a more sensitive and reliable index than has in fact been possible • 



Scores for the IMited States were obtained by going directly to the 
Department of Coiowrce Index of Publications and counting exhaustively the 
number of relevant publications* None of Our sources contained enough 
listings for Lebanon to cosgiute an index* From 1900-1929 the Philippines 
was scored from the Catalogue of the Library of Congress t since publicatione 
for the Philippines w^re not listed in Serial Publications * 
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No eiEtcoftm T«lidatioii of tliic iadox wm under taJktfa, but vo do lia^o 
govonuwntal Qan^^litary ^mploymnt data for tho Halted lUjagdc« iad the 
U&ittd Stetea oTtr aoat of the one hundred and aixty yeara« To the taaui 
degree the proportion of the population in oiTilian goTeramant ea^loysMint 
indicates the extent of developuftntt and ve would expect a high eorrelation 
with the Index of GoTemnental Publioatione aa anotter indicator of political 
deirelopaient* In this inetance ve find a aii^le corrolation coefficient of 
«tfS in each country 9 which gives aa nneh aupport for the index aa we eoold 
hope for at the present tiw« Idequate Talidation depends on better 
independent indicators than govemis^t eoploysient^-indicatora we lack at 
this tima« 

For present purposes all our countries have tNien groii^ed into four 
categories on the basis of their scores on the Index of Goveranental Public* 
cations* Sunmary scores froa 0 to 3 were aaaigned on the following baaist 



Score Hange on the Index of GovexnMntal Publications 
3 1-50 
^ 2 61-150 
1 151-250 
0 261 aad over 



ChaugeB in political developsieQt baaed on these suanary scores are preaeuted 
in Table 1. (All Tables are included at the end of the paper.) 

fhe distributions shown in Table 1 reveal four distinct patterns of 
change in political developiMnt. 

Pattern As One set of countries achieves an early high level of political 
developi^nt* These countries include Canadaf UK^ USf FrancOf Italyt USSRf 
and Spain* All maintain the highest level of developiBent for at least four 
decades # With two exceptions they show an early and gradual increase in 
political developosent* In the ease of Italy the pattern of developcient is 
sozs^what uneveni the pattern far the USSE is both laore abrupt as well as 
obviously uneven in the decades of the revolutions and World War II • 

Pattern tit A second set uf countries attains a high level of development in 
the mid--20th century* These countries include IndiSf Japani and Switzerland. 
All have moderately high levels of developoent throughout the 20th century, 
but they reach the highest level only after World War II* 

Pattern Ct A third set of countries maintains a laoderate level of develop- 
ment for a prolonged period, but they do not sustain the highest level of 
development. These countries include Argentina, Austria, Brazil f Chile, 
ColombiSt Czechoslov^akia, lilgypt, Germany, Hungary, Indonesia, Uexico, 
Portugal and South Africa. With three exceptions, the trend of developoient 
is smooth* Austria, Gemmny, and Hungary reveal uneven fluctuations in 
development associated with major political disruptions* 

Pattern l)t A fourth set of countries remains at a low level of political 
development with at most moderate increase in the fflid-*20th century. These 
countries include Burma, Lebanon, Nigeria, Philippines, Thailand, and Turkey. 
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Although titers «r« iiif»ort«nt probl«u in g«ii«rftl icing tk« Ind«x of 
Govemiaent«l FftlilicatioiiB M « BtMure of politio«l devolopBent, the Index 
seem to ue to tiave eufficicnt fftce validity to warrant it« une in eseaiaing 
relationehips betireen political dcyaloj^wnt, desiocratisation, and eocioo 
economic variablei. 

! An Jtodeat of DewcratiaEation 

Like political deTelopoenty the concept of deaoeratiaation haa been 
defined in different ways by different aeboiara. &xt deapite the variety of 
definitions atudenta of deaocracy tend tu aay^aaise four baaie cha;racteriitics 
a« distinctive featurea of d«Mcratio political aysteaa. .Theae distingoieh- 
ing characteristica are electoral or parliaamtary aneeesaiont political 
eoB^tition, popular electoral participation, and ^aence of aupppaaion. 
If aeaaurea could be deviated for each of these eharaeteristica an Index of 
&e»}crati2ation could be constructed baaed on coobinations of the four basic 
iwasurea. In this section we shall introduce such an index end apply it to 
our Ed countries. 



Democratic Succession 

Xhe practices through which political leaders succeed to the principal 
executive offices are a aajor aspect of every political ays tea. To descril^ 
these practices f however, is not alwaya eaay, if only because there asy be 
significant divergence between the foraal practices and the actual practices 
of succession* In describing the processes of succession that are charac- 
teristic of deaocratic systeas we found it useful to identify a nuaber cf 
different combinations of formal and actual practices of succession that can 
prevail in any political systea. This variety of foraal and actual practices 
can be described as followst 



formal practiees 

electoral or parliaaentaxy t aelectios 
of chief executive official through 
a general election or through investi- 
ture by a legislature 
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parliamentary oauarehyt selection 
through appointisieiit by a oonarch 
with legislative ^proval 

institutional supporti selection of 
the chief executive official by a 
specific group or organisation f such 
as a party I ailitaryi or religious 
organization 

monarchyt selection through inheritance 
colonials selection by a colonial power 
no formal practice established! 
interim period in which there has 
been as yet no formal is&at ion of the 
process of succession 

^36 



actual practices 
electoral or parliamentary 



mana^d electoral or parliaoentaryt 
manipulation of electoral or, 
parliamentary procedures through 
varied types of pressure i bribery, etc 

parliamentary laonarchy 



institutional supports including, 
in addition to selection by a 
party, military, or religious 
orgsnisation, succession as a 
result of popular uprising and 
other forms of usurpation 

monarchy 

colonial 

foreign ii^position 



e 



On the htmis of tliia gcnftral typology of prftetioo* of •aecossion ve 
ooaotzuctod a. on—iry mmuto for dosocratie ftocecosioa to tbe chief 
•zeeutive offieoa in torm of the follovinc codet 

Index of Deaocrittic Saccgeaioa 

0 deaweratict forasl auoeaaaion through eleetiopa or parliawmtaxy 
^ inveatiture and actual auceeaaion through electiona 

or parliaaentary invtatiture 

1 semi-deaocratic i foraal auceeaaion through elections or parliaaestary 

inveatiture and actual auceeaaion through maoipulatiou, 
inatitutional aupportf or other non-electoral praetie«a 

2 non-d««>cratici forwU. aueeeaaiua through non*^la6toral practieaa 

and actual auceeaaion throu^ non^lectoral praotieea 

\ . - 

The use of thia s^aaure introlYea certain difficultiea and has a nimlwr of 
iaplicationa in aaaeaaing a ayatca aa deaoeratic. To begin with* identification 
of the chief executive official ia itaelf aoaatiaiea a natter of judgMnt* When 
alternative choices were poaaible we aeleeted the official or officiala who 
seemed to ua to occupy the aoat critical role in the of policy. 

Secondly, deciaiona aa to which practicea ai^ actually prewalimt in a ayatea 
can also be controversial. Eapecially in instancea of inatitutional aupport 
or Bsnaged elections it is not alwi^s eaay to identify the actual BMana of 
auceeaaion. Thirdly, the measure diseriBinatea against ayataita that are 
formal ly democratic but in which actual acuseeaaion oecura thittugh controlled 
elections or manipulated parliasentary procaduraa* In thia raapect the ^ 
measure is biased against d««)cratie scores* Uoreovert this biaa ia re* 
inforced by our decision to count the worst at^ore for the decade. In ottwr 
words f our scoring reflects the failure of democratic succession in a country 
rather than the typical patterns of suooeaaion in that country. 

Scores on democratic success ion for the 29 countries are shown in 
Table 2. When a decade passes with no instance of succesaion, the practice 
of the previous decade Is continued. 

Competition 

The ttecond iaeaaure comprised withia our overall hxdex of Deioocratisi&tioii 
is a measure of political. coi^etitioQ* There are many diffei^pt vays in whieb 
political competition can be definedy deaoribedf aad neaaaredf but in a broad 
comparative aad hiatorieal perspective only momB rather ai^le iMaaures eeem 
feasible— at least for tbe time being* Our aeasure of political con^etition 
is based on tvo characteristics of the systemt the presence in tbe system of 
legal opposition parties # and tbe presence of opposition in a regular iii^ortant 
elected legislature* Countries are scored in terms of tiUe coi&bination of 
these characteristics that are present in any decade ^ ^ follows t 

Index of Political Competition 

Oa presence of legal opposition parties and opposition in a regular 
iiz^ortant elected legislature 



1. pr«««iic« of eitlier l«gcl oppositioi^ parties or oppoaition is a 

r«£ular iasportimt tieetetf legielatiure 
2* preffttJQce of aeithar featurt 

Lii^ thte mawure of daaocratie auecataioaf the uae of thig aeaaure of political 
cot^tftitioi) ban certain ifl^l icatioxia tbat ahoiad be noticed. In the firat 
place f the preaesee of oppoaition pAriiea ia treated rather fonaally* A 

"pmrty** im regarded aa a&y groi^ that ideatif iea * itaelf aa auchf aad the 
pretieoce &f m oppoaitioQ party ia eonaidered aa a natter of legal atatua 

viiOiottt regard to how effective the oppoaitioQ party May be aa a political 
orgaQicatiofi. Beeondly, ide&tif ioatioa of a regular ii^rttat elected 
legislature iavoiveii ao^ con tro vera ial setters of Jitd|pMitt« ^y **regttler" 
w« mm. that the legieiature haa not been convened only for a aingle or 
lifisitad &\mtier of Heesiong and that it haa not been diampted during the 
decade; by "ia^rtant" we atean that ti» legialatnre either aeleeta the chief 
ek«<cutive or plays a aajor role in poliey-i^ingi by "elected** we mean that 
aa&iabera of the iegialature are aeiected by soaMS broad electorate* The 
«iiKt«£(ce of these coBditiona ia obvionaly in mmy caaea a auttter of judgment, 
especsaliy ic regard to whether or not a Iegialature should he regarded as 
"lofjortaat". Thirdlyf at ieast in part the oeaaure of political coiapetition 
waj» ij]iieDd<e>d to diecri^inate between B»dem dei&oeratic and B»dem totalitarian 
ttysteiBs, tmsk It does tt«nr« thie purpose well unough. However, it appears 
rath«r juidincriainatc for developing syateas in both the i9th and 20th 
ceaiories. The {nesaure ueejaa too generous- in acoring aysteaa which quite 
eiu-ly ui Eheir deveiopsaent cocitain both foras of opposition'— party opposition 
iu)d le((is! ative opposition* It appears that highly undeveloped traditional 
rei.uaeM at»U bigbl> developed totalitarian regiiws are B»st likely to suppress 
upp.:,. ; t lou; all other regimes are likely to perait at least token opposition. 

o» v^.ifis uii poi iticul cuupv titioD for the 29 countries ere presented in 

.«.--» A. 

4 ojMuar t,U'c.tt)rai yarticipatAon 

A third cb&r&cteristic of deaocratic ays tens is widespread popular 
participatiou in the electoral process. Actually, mass electoral partici- 
jmi lojj tB alsu characteristic of developed systems, as contrasted with 
deEssoeratic systeios, so that in itself popular participation is no indicator 
of deisocracy. To construct an index of Dew>cratisEatioa a aeasure of electoral 
participation lauBt bt combined with the other measures we have been describing. 

lo measure electoral participation we have recorded the type of suffrage 
prevultut in each decade in national elections for the legislature or the 
pr»»8ideucy, whichever elections were soost inportant in the selection of the 
chief ©jiecutive official. These types of suffrage were scored as followsi 

0. national elections with universal suffrage (including universal 
ual« suffrage aa well as sinor suffrage requirenents such as 

residence) 

1. national eiectiom? with sioderate restrictions on suffrage 

2. national elections with severe restrictions on suffrage 
3* no elections 



8 



Ubiriouily, tbm distinction b«tiretii ^aodtrat*^ «ad "scvtrt** rcatrietions 
on suXXrage ii in part a aatter of jud|pnnt« Uoreovery the seannro aa a 
whale refara to the of feota of fon&aX anffrago raquiraaaiita rat^ar tbtti 
actual electoral participation^ No doubt there would hare been adwantaces 
in uaing turnout aa tto indicator of electoral participation* But turaout 
data are eztreaiely difficult to obtain for many countriea* Som of the 
variation in acorea fox;. indiTidual countries probably exaggerates fluctu- 
ation in actual participation! aince the acos^s reflect an eaaing and 
lightening of suffrage requirenents i^eh m»y have had relatively elig^t 
impact on turnout in the short run* 

Scores on i>cpular participation for the 20 countries are presented 
in Table 4, 

Absence of SNaopreasion 

'Th() fourth characteristic of deoocratic systens is the absence of 
suppression directed against individualSf grouiNiy or organisations that 
participate in the political processt To indicate the extent of euppression 
in a sy Steffi we have scored instances of suppressive acts in terms of both 
the degree of coercion and the selectivity of the acts* We aseigoed scores 
on the following basis i 

Index of Political Suppression 

0* no significant political si^pression {tmy include the outlawing 

of a minor extremist party or media censorship) 
!• selective coercive suppression (including individual and group 

arrests or executions as well as coercive measures against 

parties or other organiSBations) 
2m widespread electoral suppression (applied to widespread coercion 

practiced during an election period against opposition individuals f 

groups y and organizations) 
3m general repression (including colonial regime, generally auto«^ 

cratie regiix^s, and foreign occupation} 
4. civil war conditions 

5« severe auppresaion (applied to police-state and total itarid^ 
regimes) 

Since all regimes atteo^t to laaintain order we have not considered govern- 
ioental responses to riots or uprisings as instances of soppressioni rather, 
we have tried to reccrd more general suppressive practices* We have coded 
the most suppressive acts for each decade, so the cwasure is biased toward 
suppressive scores. Again, therefore, our measure reflects the failures of 
democratic systems rather than their typical patterns* Several types of 
suppression are omitted in our measure* We hare not recorded acts of 
suppression by local governmental units when such acts were obviously distinct 
from the national unit; nor have we recorded acts of suppression carried out 
by non-govema»ntal organizations, although suppressive acts of this kind 
could be extremely significant under certain circumstances. 

Scores on political suppression for the 26 countries are presented 
m i'able 5, 
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To eoiuitn:^t « general Xadex o| Deaocratisiition ve eonOtined tto four 
neesores of deaoeratic succeecioiit poXitieal co«petitio&y popular pariiei- 
pation, and political suppreision into a siaifle cooprelieiuiiTe iMasture, 
^oree were ascieaed to eaeb cooatry for every deeade in tcnu of the fol lov- 
ing eight-point rank inge t 

Index ol Seacicfffttisatigai 



0» Succession 



Competition 



Participation* 
Suppression ii 
le Success ion • 



Coiqpetiticn < 
FarticipstiGu> 
Suppression « 
Succession » 
Coiapetition « 
Participation- 
Suppression > 
Succession « 
Coiapetition > 
Fartic ipation* 
Suppression • 
Succession « 
CoB^etition « 
Participation^ 
Suppression > 
Succession « 



2e 



3. 



4* 



5. 



Coiapetition > 

Participation- 
Suppression > 
6e Succession - 



formal and actual succession tt&roui^ elections 

or parliaaentaxy investiture 

prssencs ol legal opposition parties and 

opposition in a regular ijqportant elected 

legislature 

national elections with universal suffrage 

no significant ^litieal suppression 

fonaally electoral » parliaaentary or parliaasntary 

iminarcl^ actual succession aanaged or institutional 

support 

Saii^ as for ^0** 

Any national election 

no widespread electoral suppression or worse 
Same as for "1** ^ 
Sme as for "0^ ' 
Some as for "1" 

no general repression or worse 
Same as for "1" 

Opposition in regular elected legislature 
Sa^ as for ^1*^ 
Same as for "^Z" 
Sas^ as for 

Opposition in any elected legislature 
Saoe as for "1" 
SaiM as for ^2^ 

Legitimate succession including colonial and 
monarchical 

Opposition in any elected legislature or legal 
opposition party 
Same as for ^V^ 
Saise as for ""2*' 
Same as for 



or 

Participationi* Sfi£^ as for 
or 

Cos^ietition - base as for ^5^ 
7e All other combinations 

the comblQation ol four measures — conq>etition , participation, suppreeeion, 
and deoocratic «uoce88iou— yields the ecorae on deaocratizatioa shown la 
Table 6. 

Inspection of Tabii; ti reveals four patterns of democrat isat ion. 
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Pattern It One eet of eomitries rmmmiam coB»istcntl7. deM»er«tie virtually 
without interruption tbroucii tbm entire period. These con&triee are Canada, 
Svitseriand, United Kintdos, and United State*, fhe aajor departure froa 
a consietently deiMcratie pattern oecura in the (Jbited States during the 
decade of the Ciril War. This reanlts froa the high snppreesion score for 
ciTil war conditions under our «oding. Tb» fset that only four countries 
are consistently deaoeratic refleots the serarity of our Ja&mm of Oeao- 
cratixation. The requireioents for politieal eoa^etitioa, ineiudins i«g*i 
opposition parties and opposition in a regular infiortant aleoted legislature 
are sufficiently dewsntfing to exclude aost countriee even during' otherwise 
deaocratic decades* 

Pattern IX i A second set of countries reaains laoderstely dsaioeratic for a 
nuaber of decades but newer sustains a ccmsiateBtly' ^teaoeratie regi«e« 
These countries include Argentina, Chile, P^aaca, Geraanyy Itagacy, sad 
Italy. ^1 reveal sone unewennsss in pattents of denooratisation. With 
the exception of Chile all have undergone one or more decade s of highly 
undemocratic diaruptio&e during their developaent. 

Pattern IIli A third set of countries is predosdnttitly non-deaocratic but 
with SOBS interlttdes of at least aoderate dmeracy. llieae oountriee 
include Austria, Braail, Coloobia, Gsechoslovakia, Mexico, Portugal, and 
Spain. Despite considerable variation in specific patterns of dsaocratisation 
es»ng theee countriee, all revert to highly uodmoratio regiva following 
their raoet dentcratic interludes. 

Pattern IVi A fourth set of countries r^saains consistently undeaocratic 
throughout the entire period* Tbesc coimtries are ^iraa, f^ypt, India, 
Indonesia, Japan, Lebanon, Nigeria, Philippines, South Africa, Thailand, 
Turkey, and USSR. The najor departure froa the consistently undeaocratic 
pattern occurs following World War 11, when India, Japan? Iiebanon, the 
Philippines, and Turkey achieve relatively^eaocratio regiaes. Within the 
generally undeaocratic pattern three types of regiaes osn be distinguished i 
colonial regiaes (Bunsa, figypt, India, Indonesia, Lebanon, Nigeria, Philippittee 
—for varying periods of tiae)| traditional authoritarian regiaes (Kgypt, 
Japan, Lebanon, Thailand, Turkey, Busoia, and South Afrisa^agein for varying 
periods) i and a s»ders totalitarian regiae (I^ISE). 

No doubt exception can be taken to the epecific scores for demo- 
cratization as8i£?>ed to particular countries in various decades. In part 
such disagreeaents may reflect differences in Judgaent and interpretation. 
Beyond differences of judgaent, however, our code does contain soae iamlicit 
luaitationa. Scoring under the code ignorea abortive attemts to establish 
regiaee (as in fiussia in 1917 or during the European revolutions 
of 1848} as well as short-lived deaoeratic regiaes during a decade of severe 
suppression or undeaocratic et^ipreesion (aa in Japan in the 1920*s). At 
the saae tiae, other aoores may exaggerate the extent of deaoeratisation 
through our effort to record perioda of experience with soae deaoors tic 
institutions and practices under otherwise undeaocratic conditions (ac in 
Brasil and Mexico during the early decades). These illicit biases certainly 
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affect our p«it«nui of doaocratiifttion to 99m d«gs««, Imt viwtcTer tlto 
effects may be the general aeeoiita&Uity of th« findiaga aeptndc at thii 
stage on face validity* 

Social and Econoaic Vagiablaa 

Sinoa our aaln pttrpoae is to exaisiiia relationships betveen political 
Yariablea and soeio-eoonoBic yariablaa w« aaat sow dtaeriba briafly tba 
social and economic asasorea 'we propose to use inv the aaalyaist urbsaisation. 
education 9 and agricultural «qployasat« 

Urban iaatioB 

The silkiest of the three oeaaares is orbauisation, whioh is dtfined 
as the proportion of the population in cities over 100,000. Fopulatioa 
estiaates are generally available for all ISO countries l^ugbont the antire 
period of our study. During earlier periods, vhw tha aeeuraoy of population 
estimates is aost questionable, eonsldsratile variation in urhaniiation 
figures is quite tolerable, since tha proportion of population in cities 
over 100,000 is so ssall that large changes in proportions would not 
influence the overall trend. 

The selection of iOO,(H}0 as a basis for astiaating the population in 
urban areas was arbitrary, dictated tha greater wrailahUity of worl<hride 
data on cities over 100,000 in several alaanaos and yaarbooks. For aoat 
countries our data extend back in tiae to 1800 or to a point vhare the unit 
has no cities over 100,000. However, there are several charaeteristica of 
the ioeasure that should be noted. In countries wi^ a saall population, the 
growth of any city over the 100,000 aark causes the asasw« to iuap asrkedly-- 
the trend spears oore jagged than the actual overall growth of the urban 
areas warrants. In countries with large populations this is no problea* 
There is also a difficulty in establiahiag coi^arability wng units because j 
of uncertainty in soae data as to whether population figures for cities 
include the entire urban curea or aerely the central oi^. * 

Agricultural aaployaent 

Agricultural eB^iloyaent ia aeasured the proportion of the labor 
force engaged in agriculture, laafortonately, this aeasure i^pears to be 
subject to soae error, particularly in the early periods. During pre- 
industrial end precoiaaereial periods astiaates of the proportion of a coontzy's 
l^or force ei^loyed in various ways any be quita inaccurate. Ifore accurate 
estiaates generally are available only whan industrial isatien is underway. 
Not only are estiaates of the labor force in agriculture subject to error 
but estinatea of tha total labor force are also opes to question. Moreover, 
the reported estiaatea are not alwi^ strictly eo^arable either within a 
country or between countries, since practices change in eatiaating the labor 
force, particularly with respect to including woaeu, counting rural popu- 
lations^ or counting all aales as opposed only to ei^loyed aales. Never- 
theless, this aeaaure reaains the bast single indicator we have of ecosoaic 
developaent for all our units over the whole tiaa period. 
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Our Bmur* ot «dttc«tion coa«ist« of tti* aoidMir ot eiiii4r«ii in priMtgr 
education as a proportioB of total populatioift» fhin rat&ar eurioua ««y of 
Maaurinc tSio larel of •dseatioa in a countxj i« oaod btoauaa of ita 
sensit'iTity during aaely ^rioda of davalopatat. Bovavart it ia not aa 
i^projpriata for wro divtlopad eomitriaa. aiQi«IS' l«rloda tli«^^a^^ 
aeouratalj rafloeta tlia low l«Tal of imptataaat in adaaatloa aa vail aa 
tbo gradual ineraaaa in tbia inYaatatnt* But latar, aa tli* ago diatribution 
of tha population aMftai it alao raaponda to tSmM^p^wtUuaH daelina of 
prijttxy aebool atadanta in tha aatira population* fba aaaaraajr of aatiaataa 
on prinarsr adncation prsMly fairlj^ good onea a govamwrnt bagina rapert- 
ing ottoh infontation* Eoworery tbara ara protdaat with eoHparaliility froa 
ona unit to tiia aaaEt» aipaoiallsr ainoa nongoTamtntal aehaela may ba inalnded 
or oxelttdtd in varioua pattama. 

PoliticoA Developiaeat and Pattama of Pawocratiyation 

Having introdnoad our principal ataauraa and ii^eaa wa ean now 
consider sonui relationaliips between tlia political variablaa tbsaaalwas and 
also between political Tariablea on one band and socio-econoBie ▼ariables 
on the otber««« 

Figure 9 shows the average of each social and •eonomic characteristic 

for all countries grouped according to pattern of democrstisation* 

If we turn now to deaocratisatien wa find that eountriea with different 
patterns of desweratixation over tiu laat 160 yeara have quite diatinet aocial 
and ecoaosic characteristics for ths saae period. Aa Figure 9 ahowa, consistently 
democratic countries hove saaller proportions of their labor foreaa in agri- 
culture, are sore urbanised » and have hi^r proportiona of the population in 
eleaentary schools. The consistently undeaocratic countries ahow the oppoaite 
tendency « with high levels of ea^loyaent in agricultura throughout t relatively 
little urbanisation until quite recently » and low levels of adueation until 
the last two decades* On all three variables the aoderately desMicratic 
patterns (Group XI ) fall clearly between the consistently deaooratic countries 
and the predosdnantly undemocratic. 



We are working on the possibility of converting a country's score 
froB the prisary education index to an index inltorporating hif^er education 
data as the country reaches an advanced stage of develojasnt* 
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Figure 1. Index of Go-rtnuMuatal Pia»licAti«a<» ^ 
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